AUTHENTICATED , 
US. GOVERNMENT 
INFORMATION ^ 


ENERGY AND WATER DEVELOPMENT 
APPROPRIATIONS FOR 2011 


HEARINGS 

BEFORE A 

SUBCOMMITTEE OF THE 

COMMITTEE ON APPROPRIATIONS 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

ONE HUNDRED ELEVENTH CONGRESS 

SECOND SESSION 


SUBCOMMITTEE ON ENERGY AND WATER DEVELOPMENT 


PETER J. VISCLOSKY. Indiana. Chairman 


CHET EDWARDS, Texas 
ED PASTOR, Arizona 
MARION BERRY, Arkansas 
CHAKA FATTAH, Pennsylvania 
STEVE ISRAEL, New York 
TIM RYAN, Ohio 
JOHN W. OLVER, Massachusetts 
LINCOLN DAVIS, Tennessee 
JOHN T. SALAZAR, Colorado 


RODNEY P. FRELINGHUYSEN, New 
Jersey 

ZACH WAMP, Tennessee 
MICHAEL K. SIMPSON, Idaho 
DENNIS R. REHBERG, Montana 
KEN CALVERT, California 
RODNEY ALEXANDER, Louisi a n a 


NOTE: Under Committee Rules, Mr. Obey, as Chairman of the Full Committee, and Mr. Lewis, as Ranking 
Minority Member of the Full Committee, are authorized to sit as Members of all Subcommittees. 


Taunja Beequam, Robert Sherman, Joseph Levin, 
James Windle, and Casey Pearce, 

Staff Assistants 


PART IB 
(Pages 1763-3547) 

Page 

Bureau of Reclamation — Fiscal Year 2011 Budget 


Justification 1763 

Central Utah Project Completion Act 2571 

Corps of Engineers FY 2010 Fact Sheets 2585 

Corps of Engineers FY 2011 Status Reports 3421 


Printed for the use of the Committee on Appropriations 


> 




ENERGY AND WATER DEVELOPMENT 
APPROPRIATIONS FOR 2011 


HEARINGS 

BEFORE A 

SUBCOMMITTEE OF THE 

COMMITTEE ON APPROPRIATIONS 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATrVH]S 

ONE HUNDRED ELEVENTH CONGRESS 

SECOND SESSION 


SUBCOMMITTEE ON ENERGY AND WATER DEVELOPMENT 


PETER J. VISCLOSKY. Indiana. Chairman 


CHET EDWARDS, Texas 
ED PASTOR, Arizona 
MARION BERRY, Arkansas 
CHAKA FATTAH, Pennsylvania 
STEVE ISRAEL, New York 
TIM RYAN, Ohio 
JOHN W. OLVER, Massachusetts 
LINCOLN DAVIS, Tennessee 
JOHN T. SALAZAR, Colorado 


RODNEY P. FRELINGHUYSEN, New 
Jersey 

ZACH WAMP, Tennessee 
MICHAEL K. SIMPSON, Idaho 
DENNIS R. REHBERG, Montana 
KEN CALVERT, California 
RODNEY ALEXANDER, Louisiana 


NOTE: Under Committee Rules, Mr. Obey, as Chairman of the Full Committee, and Mr. Lewis, as Ranking 
Minority Member of the Full Committee, are authorized to sit as Members of all Subcommittees. 


Taunja Berquam, Robert Sherman, Joseph Levin, 
James Windle, and Casey Pearce, 

Staff Assistants 


PART IB 
(Pages 1763-3547) 

Page 

Bureau of Reclamation — Fiscal Year 2011 Budget 


Justification 1763 

Central Utah Project Completion Act 2571 

Corps of Engineers FY 2010 Fact Sheets 2585 

Corps of Engineers FY 2011 Status Reports 3421 


Printed for the use of the Committee on Appropriations 


55-525 


U.S. GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE 
WASHINGTON : 2010 



COMMITTEE ON APPROPRIATIONS 

DAVID R. OBEY, Wisconsin, Chairman 


NORMAN D. DICKS, Washington 
ALAN B. MOLLOHAN, West Virginia 
MARCY KAPTUR, Ohio 
PETER J. VISCLOSKY, Indiana 
NITA M. LOWEY, New York 
JOSE E. SERRANO, New York 
ROSA L. DeLAURO, Connecticut 
JAMES P. MORAN, Virginia 
JOHN W. OLVER, Massachusetts 
ED PASTOR, Arizona 
DAVID E. PRICE, North Carolina 
CHET EDWARDS, Texas 
PATRICK J. KENNEDY, Rhode Island 
MAURICE D. HINCHEY, New York 
LUCILLE ROYBAL-ALLARD, California 
SAM FARR, California 
JESSE L. JACKSON, Jr., Illinois 
CAROLYN C. KILPATRICK, Michigan 
ALLEN BOYD, Florida 
CHAKA FATTAH, Pennsylvania 
STEVEN R. ROTHMAN, New Jersey 
SANFORD D. BISHOP, jR., Georgia 
MARION BERRY, Arkansas 
BARBARA LEE, California 
ADAM SCHIFF, California 
MICHAEL HONDA, California 
BETTY McCOLLUM, Minnesota 
STEVE ISRAEL, New York 
TIM RYAN, Ohio 

C.A. “DUTCH” RUPPERSBERGER, Maryland 

BEN CHANDLER, Kentucky 

DEBBIE WASSERMAN SCHULTZ, Florida 

CIRO RODRIGUEZ, Texas 

LINCOLN DAVIS, Tennessee 

JOHN T. SALAZAR, Colorado 


JERRY LEWIS, California 
C. W. BILL YOUNG, Florida 
HAROLD ROGERS, Kentucky 
FRANK R. WOLF, Virginia 
JACK KINGSTON, Georgia 
RODNEY P. FRELINGHUYSEN, New 
Jersey 

TODD TIAHRT, Kansas 
ZACH WAMP, Tennessee 
TOM LATHAM, Iowa 
ROBERT B. ADERHOLT, Alabama 
JO ANN EMERSON, Missouri 
KAY GRANGER, Texas 
MICHAEL K. SIMPSON, Idaho 
JOHN ABNEY CULBERSON, Texas 
MARK STEVEN KIRK, Illinois 
ANDER CRENSHAW, Florida 
DENNIS R. REHBERG, Montana 
JOHN R. CARTER, Texas 
RODNEY ALEXANDER, Louisiana 
KEN CALVERT, California 
JO BONNER, Alabama 
STEVEN C. LaTOURETTE, Ohio 
TOM COLE, Oklahoma 


Beverly Pheto, Clerk and Staff Director 


(ID 




NOTICE: Tite$e bixtoet 
tustifiuhMS are prepared 
for the Energy oiod water 
Devetopment AppropnatioAS 
SubcoimnilMes. Approval for 
reieose of the lustiticaimts 
prkor to (heir primlnq in 
Itie puMiciecord of the 
Subcofflnifttee hoarmps 
may be oMalnefl through 
Ihft once of Oudget of the 
Department of the Mterlof. 



miVNfWpiM The United States 
DVUISM I Department of the Interior 

lUSTIFICATlONS 

and Performance Information 
Fiscal Year 2011 


BUREAU UF 
RECLAMATIUN 


(1763) 


54862A 



1764 


Table of Contents 


General Statement Page 

General Statement - Overview 1 

Budget Authority, FY 2009 - FY 201 1 Table 6 

Bureau of Reclamation Major Offices and Regional Boundaries Map 8 

Organizational Structure Chart 9 

Reclamation Chart by Appropriations and Program Activities 10 

Budget and Perfonnance Integration 1 1 

Water and Related Resourees 

Water and Related Resources Appropriation - Overview 1 

Summary of Request by Project Table 16 


Activities/Projects by Region: 


Pacific Northwest Region 

Map of Projects 

Projects and Programs 

Budget Summary 

Overview 

Performance Goals and Targets 

Boise Area Projects 

Columbia and Snake River Salmon Recovery Project Federal Columbia River Power System (FCRPS) 

ESA Implementation 

Columbia Basin Project 

Crooked River Project 

Deschutes Project 

Eastern Oregon Projects 

Endangered Species Recovery Implementation 

Hungry Horse Project 

Idaho Investigations Program 

Lewiston Orchards Project 

Minidoka Area Projects 

Montana Investigations Program 

Oregon Investigations Program 

Rogue River Basin Project, Talent Division 

Tualatin Project 

Umatilla Project 

Washington Area Projects 

Washington Investigations Program 

Yakima Project 

Yakima River Basin Water Enhancement Project 


..2 

.,3 

..4 

„5 

12 

22 

26 

30 

36 

39 

42 

45 

47 

50 

53 

56 

59 

61 

64 

68 

71 

74 

77 

79 

84 


Mid-Pacific Region 

Map of Projects MP-2 

Projects and Programs Map Key MP-3 

Budget Summary Table MP-4 

Overview. MP-5 

Performance Goals andTargets MP-12 

Cachuma Project MP-2I 

California Investigations Program MP-23 


I 


54862A 



1765 


Table of Contents 

Mid-Pacific Region (cont.) 

Central Valley Project (CVP) 

American River Division, Folsom Dam Unit/Mormon Island (Safety of Dams) MP-25 

Auburn - Folsom South Unit MP-29 

Delta Division MP-32 

East Side Division MP-37 

Friant Division MP-40 

Miscellaneous Project Programs MP-43 

Replacements, Additions, and Extraordinary Maintenance Program MP-48 

Sacramento River Division MP-50 

San Felipe Division MP-55 

San Joaquin Division MP-59 

Shasta Division MP-62 

Trinity River Division MP-66 

Water and Power Operations MP-71 

West San Joaquin Division, San Luis Unit MP-75 

Yield Feasibility Investigation MP-81 

Endangered Species Recovery Implementation MP-83 

Klamath Dam Removal Study MP-85 

Klamath Project MP-87 

Lahontan Basin Project (Humboldt, Newlands, and Washoe Projects) MP-93 

Lake Tahoe Regional Development Program MP-97 

Orland Project MP-99 

San Jose Area Water Reclamation and Reuse Program MP-101 

Solano Project MP-103 

Ventura River Project MP-105 

Lower Colorado Region 

Map of Projects and Programs LC- 2 

Projects and Programs LC- 3 

Budget Summary Table LC- 4 

Overview LC- 5 

Performance Goals and Targets LC-10 

Ak Chin Indian Water Rights Settlement Act Project LC-1 9 

Calleguas Municipal Water District Recycling Project LC-20 

Colorado River Basin Project - Central Arizona Project LC-22 

Colorado River Basin Salinity Control Project - Title I LC-32 

Colorado River Front Work and Levee System LC-36 

Colorado River Water Quality Improvement Program LC-38 

Endangered Species Conservation/Recovery Project LC-40 

Halfway Wash Project/Study LC-43 

Lake Mead/Las Vegas Wash Program LC-45 

Long Beach Area Water Reclamation Project LC-47 

Long Beach Desalination Research and Development Project LC-49 

Lower Colorado River Investigations Program LC-51 

Lower Colorado River Operations Program LC-54 

Northern Arizona Investigations Program LC-59 

Parker-Davis Project LC-61 

Phoenix Metropolitan Water Reclamation and Reuse Project LC-63 

Salt River Project LC-65 

Salton Sea Research Project LC-67 

II 


54862A 



1766 


Table of Contents 

Lower Colorado Region (cont.) 

San Carlos Apache Tribe Water Scttleinenl Act Project LC-71 

San Diego Area Water Reclamation Program LC-73 

Soboba Water Rights Settlement Project LC-77 

South/Central Arizona Investigations Program LC-79 

Southern Arizona Water Rights Settlement Act Project LC-84 

Southern California Investigations Program LC-88 

Southern NevadaAJtah Investigations Program LC-9I 

Yuma Area Projects LC-93 

Upper Colorado Region 

Map of Projects and Programs UC-3 

Projects and Programs Map Key UC-4 

Budget Summary Table UC-5 

Oveiview UC-6 

Performance Goals and Targets UC-10 

Animas-La Plata Project, Colorado River Storage Participating Project UC-20 

Balmorhea Project UC-24 

Carlsbad Project UC-25 

Collbran Project UC-28 

Colorado Investigations Program UC-30 

Colorado River Basin Salinity Control Program, Title II - Basinwide Program UC-32 

Colorado River Storage Project, Section 5, Participating Projects UC-35 

Bonneville Unit, Central Utah Project UC-36 

Bostwick Park Project UC-36 

Colorado River Storage Project (Initial Units) UC-36 

Dallas Creek Project UC-37 

Dolores Project UC-37 

Eden Project UC-37 

Emery County Project UC-37 

Florida Project UC-37 

Hammond Project UC-38 

Jensen Unit, Central Utah Project UC-38 

Lyman Project UC-38 

Navajo Unit UC-38 

Paonia Project UC-38 

San Juan-Chama Project UC-38 

Seedskadee Project UC-39 

Silt Project UC-39 

Smith Fork Project UC-39 

Vernal Unit, Central Utah Project UC-39 

Colorado River Storage Project, Section 8, Recreational and Fish and Wildlife Facilities UC-40 

Glen Canyon Unit UC-41 

Wayne N. Aspinall Storage Unit UC-41 

Colorado River Water Quality Improvement Program UC-43 

Eastern New Mexico Investigations Program UC-45 

Endangered Species Recovery Implementation Program UC-46 

Fruitgrowers Dam Project UC-49 

Grand Valley Unit, CRBSCP, Title II UC-5 1 

Hyrum Project UC-53 

in 


54862A 



1767 


Table of Contents 

Upper Colorado Region (cont.) 

Jicarilla Apache Water and Wastewater Improvement Project UC-55 

Mancos Project UC-57 

Middle Rio Grande Project UC-59 

Moon Lake Project UC-62 

Navajo-Gallup Water Supply Project UC-63 

Navajo Nation Investigations Program UC-65 

Newton Project UC-67 

Northern Utah Investigations Program UC-69 

Ogden River Project UC-71 

Paradox Valley Unit, CRBSCP, Title II UC-73 

Pecos River Basin Water Salvage Project UC-75 

Pine River Project UC-76 

Provo River Project UC-78 

Rio Grande Project UC-81 

San Juan River Basin Investigations Program UC-84 

San Luis Valley Project UC-86 

Scofield Project UC-89 

Southern New Mexico/West Texas Investigations Program UC-91 

Southern Utah Investigations Program UC-93 

Strawberry Valley Project UC-95 

Tucumcari Project UC-97 

Uncompahgre Project UC-99 

United States / Mexico Border Issues - Technical Support UC-101 

Upper Colorado River Operations Program UC-102 

Upper Rio Grande Basin Investigations Program UC-104 

Weber Basin Project UC-106 

Weber River Project UC-108 

Great Plains Region 

Map of Projects and Programs GP-3 

Projects and Programs Map Key GP-4 

Budget Summary Table GP-5 

Overview GP-7 

Goal Performance Table GP-15 

Arbuckle Project GP-25 

Canadian River Project GP-27 

Colorado-Big Thompson Project GP-29 

Endangered Species Recovery Implementation Program (Platte River) GP-32 

Fort Peck Reservation/Dry Prairie Rural Water System GP-34 

Fryingpan- Arkansas Project GP-3 6 

Fryingpan-Arkansas Project (Arkansas Valley Conduit) GP-39 

Huntley Project GP-40 

Kansas Investigations Program GP-42 

Kendrick Project GP-44 

Leadville/ Arkansas River Recovery Project GP-47 

Lewis and Clark Rural Water System GP-49 

Lower Rio Grande Water Conservation Project GP-52 

Lower Yellowstone Project GP-54 

McGee Creek Project GP-5 6 

Mid-Dakota Rural Water Project GP-58 

IV 


54862A 



1768 


Table of Contents 

Milk River Project GP-60 

Mirage Flats Project GP-63 

Miii Wiconi Project GP-65 

Mountain Park Project GP-67 

Norman Project GP-69 

North Platte Project GP-71 

Nueces River Project GP-74 

Oklahoma Investigations Program GP-76 

Perkins Country Rural Water System GP-78 

Pick-Sloan Missouri Basin Program - Garrison Diversion Unit GP-80 

Pick-Sloan Missouri Basin Program - Other GP-85 

Rapid Valley Project GP-107 

Rocky Boy’s/North Central Montana Rural Water System GP-I09 

San Angelo Project GP-lll 

Shoshone Project GP-1 13 

Sun River Project GP-1 16 

Texas Investigations Program GP-1 1 8 

W.C. Austin Project GP-120 

Washita Basin Project GP-122 

Wichita Project (Cheney Division) GP-124 

Wichita Project (Equus Beds Division) GP-1 26 

Burcauwide Programs 

Budget Summary Table BW - 2 

Overview BW - 3 

Dam Safety Program BW - 1 1 

Safety Evaluation of Existing Dams BW - 1 1 

Initiate Safety of Dams Corrective Action BW - 1 1 

Department of the Interior Dam Safety Program BW - 1 3 

Drought Emergency Assistance Program BW - 20 

Emergency Planning and Disaster Response Program BW - 22 

Environmental and Interagency Coordination Activities BW - 25 

Environmental Program Administration BW - 27 

Examination of Existing Structures BW - 29 

Federal Building Seismic Safety Program BW - 31 

General Planning Activities BW - 34 

Land Resources Management Program BW - 36 

Miscellaneous Flood Control Operations BW - 45 

Native American Affairs Program BW - 46 

Negotiation and Administration of Water Marketing B W - 49 

Operation and Program Management BW - 50 

Power Program Services BW - 52 

Public Access and Safety Program BW - 55 

Reclamation Law Administration BW - 56 

Recreation and Fish and Wildlife Program Administration BW - 57 

Research and Development BW - 60 

Desalination and Water Purification Program BW - 60 

Science and Technology Program BW - 62 

Rural Water, Title I BW - 65 

V 


54862A 



1769 


Table of Contents 

Bureauwide Programs (cent.) 

Site Security Activities BW - 67 

Water Conservation Field Services Program BW - 73 

WaterSMART Program BW - 75 

Central Valley Project Restoration Fund 

Summary Restoration Fund-1 

Central Valley Project Restoration Fund Restoration Fund-2 

San Joaquin River Restoration Fund San Joaquin-1 

California Bay-Delta Restoration Fund California Bay-Delta-1 

Loan Program 

FY 2011 Loan Program Budget Summary Loan-1 

Loan Program Appropriation FY 201 1 Overview Loan-2 

Policy and Administration P&A-l 

Working Capital Fund WCF-1 

Permanent Appropriations 

Summary Page Permanent-l 

Colorado River Dam Fund, Boulder Canyon Project Permanent-2 

Miscellaneous Permanent Appropriations Permanent-4 

Revenue Financed Programs 

Revenue Financed Programs Revenues-1 

Lower Colorado River Basin Development Fund, Central Arizona Project Revenues-2 

Upper Colorado River Basin Fund, Colorado River Storage Project, Revenues Revenues-4 

Appropriation Language 

Appropriation Language for FY201 1 AL-1 

Explanation of Changes in Appropriation Language AL-8 

Appendix 

Table of Contents Appendix-1 

Benefit Cost Ratios as of October 1, 2009 Appendix-2 

Land Certification Appendix-5 

Obligations by Function for Operating Projects 

Pacific Northwest Region Appendix-8 

Mid-Pacific Region Appendix-10 

Lower Colorado Region Appendix-12 

Upper Colorado Region Appendix-14 

Great Plains Region Appendix- 19 

Project Repayment FY 2009 Appendix-26 

Reclamation Information Technology Investments Exhibit 53 Appendix-34 

Status of NEPA Compliance Appendix-37 

Status of Water Service and Repayment Contracts Appendix-45 

Repayment of Irrigation Investment Appendix-51 

VI 


54862A 



1770 


GENERAL STATEMENT 
BUREAU OF RECLAMATION 
BUDGET JUSTIFICATIONS - FY 2011 

Introduction 


Reclamation's fiscal year (FY) 201 1 Budget request sustains Reclamation’s efforts to deliver water and 
generate hydropower, consistent with applicable State and Federal law, in an environmentally responsible 
and cost-efficient manner. It will also support the Department of the Interior’s (Department) priorities to 
promote a new energy frontier; address the impacts of climate change; protect and restore treasured 
landscapes, empower tribal nations; and establish a 21'' century youth conservation workforce. The 
Department is proposing a WaterSMART program (with participation from both Reclamation and US 
Geological Survey) (hat will support its priorities, and Reclamation’s budget reflects that priority. 

The funding proposed in Reclamation’s FY 201 1 Budget is for key projects important to the Department 
and in line with Administration objectives. The budget request also supports Reclamation’s participation 
in efforts to meet emerging water supply needs, to resolve water shortage issues in the West, to promote 
water conservation and improved water management, and to take actions to mitigate adverse 
environmental impacts of projects. 

The FY 201 1 request will allocate funds to projects and programs based on objective and performance- 
based criteria to most effectively implement Reclamation’s programs and its management responsibilities 
for its water and power infrastructure in the West. The FY 201 1 budget emphasizes the following 
principles: 1) Secure non-Federal cost-sharing partners to meet project or program funding needs, and 
leverage funding requests through these collaborative partnerships; 2) Utilize competitive processes for 
the awarding of grants, contracts, or other government services; and 3) Conduct the management of 
Reclamation’s water infrastructure and programs by setting priorities on a West-wide basis. 

The FY 201 1 request for Reclamation totals $1,064.7 million in gross budget authority. The request is 
partially offset by discretionary receipts in the Central Valley Project Restoration Fund ($49.6 million) 
resulting in net discretionary budget authority of $1,015.1 million. 

Water and Related Resources - $913.582.000 


The FY 2011 Water and Related Resources request provides funding for five major program activities - 
Water and Energy Management and Development ($295.6 million), Land Management and Development 
($39.6 million). Fish and Wildlife Management and Development ($154.7 million), Facility Operations 
($229.1 million), and Facility Maintenance and Rehabilitation ($1 94.6 million). 

The American West is the fastest growing region of the country and faces serious water challenges. 
Adequate and safe water supplies are fundamental to the health, economy, security, and ecology of the 
country. With increased demands for water from growth and energy needs, amplified recognition of 
environmental water requirements, and the potential for decreased supplies due to drought and climate 
change, a water balance cannot be achieved without water conservation and water reuse. Federal 
leadership is critical to widespread acceptance and implementation of effective conservation and 
recycling techniques. With the $62,000,000 requested in FY 2011, Reclamation will help address these 
concerns through the Department’s WaterSMART (Sustain and Manage America’s Resources for 
Tomorrow) program - working to achieve a sustainable water strategy to meet our Nation’s water needs. 
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The WaterSMART program (which includes the Reclamation programs formerly known as the Water 
Conservation Initiative) will include cost-shared grants for conservation and water management 
improvement projects, basin- wide planning studies that will address the impacts of climate change, and 
funding of water reuse and recycling projects through the Title XVI Water Reclamation and Reuse 
Program. Reclamation will also partner with States, tribes and local entities under the WaterSMART 
program to develop incentives and best practices for implementing water conservation and water 
recycling projects. Together, these programs form an important part of Reclamation’s implementation of 
the Secure Water Act (Subtitle F of Title IX of P.L. 111-11, Omnibus Public Land Management Act of 
2009). 

Through the WaterSMART Grant program (formerly known as Challenge Grant), which implements 
Section 9504 of the Secure Water Act, Reclamation will provide cost-shared assistance on a competitive 
basis for the following types of on-the-ground projects: (1) water conservation and efficiency projects that 
allow users to decrease diversions and to use or transfer the water saved; (2) water marketing projects 
with willing sellers and buyers, including water banks, that transfer water to other uses to meet critical 
needs for water supplies; (3) projects that improve water management by increasing the use of renewable 
energy, by increasing operational flexibility (constructing aquifer recharge facilities or making system 
optimization and management improvements), or by addressing endangered species and other 
environmental issues; and (4) pilot and demonstration projects that address the technical and economic 
viability of treating and using brackish groundwater, seawater, impaired waters, or otherwise creating new 
water supplies within a specific locale. 

Reclamation will also address climate change impacts and water shortages through the Basin Study 
program, which implements Section 9504 of the Secure Water Act through three activities, including: 

(1) Basin-wide water supply and demand studies (Basin Studies); (2) West-Wide Risk Assessments, 
providing baseline climate change information; and (3) Landscape Conservation Cooperatives (LCCs), 
which pair science and resource management together to develop climate adaptation strategies though 
cooperative partnerships. Through the Basin Studies, Reclamation will work with State and local partners 
to analyze the impacts of climate change on water and power facilities in the West and identify mitigation 
strategies to adapt to climate variability and chronic water shortages. Such efforts are critical in western 
states as they cope with the impacts of climate change and areas experiencing record droughts and 
population increases. Reclamation will also initiate two LCCs in the Colorado River Basin in 201 1 . 

LCCs are an important part of the framework established by Secretary Salazar in Secretarial Order 3289 
to address climate change. LCC’s are partnerships between Interior agencies and States, Tribes, Non- 
Govemmental Organizations, and other stakeholders, that bring together science and resource 
conservation to address the impacts of climate change and other stressors to natural resources within an 
ecological region or “landscape.” 

The Title XVI, Water Reclamation and Reuse Program, also contributes to water conservation in the 
Western United States and is included in the WaterSMART program. Information about this program can 
be found later in the Water and Related Resources Overview- 

Separate from the FY 20 1 1 budget, $ 1 35 million from the 2009 American Recovery and Reinvestment 
Act of 2009 (ARRA) was allocated toward the Title XVI Program and $40 million was allocated towards 
the Challenge Grant program (now known as WaterSMART Grant Program). 

The WaterSMART program is directly aligned with Reclamation’s high priority performance goal 
(HPPG). Through Title XVI and cost-shared WaterSMART grants. Reclamation’s goal is to conserve 
350,000 acre feet of water (estimated amount) by 2012. A full description of this goal can be found in 
the Bureauwide section under the WaterSMART Program. 
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Reclamation is supporting the Department’s implementation of an integrated strategy for responding to 
climate change impacts. Reclamation’s Basin Study program (described above) will implement West- 
wide risk assessments and establish two LCCs. Additionally, the Science and Technology program will 
support the Department’s new Climate Science Centers. Reclamation is also assessing and implementing 
new renewable energy generation development in association with Reclamation facilities in cooperation 
with other Federal and State agencies, water users, and private sector entities through its Power Program 
Service program. 

Reclamation is working to increase youth engagement by 40%. The plan for accomplishing this includes 
using the full array of available hiring authorities; entering into an agreement with a non-fedcral Youth 
Conservation entity to provide employment and learning opportunities regarding Reclamation’s role in 
recreation and conserving water, power, natural, and cultural resources; as well as, conducting an average 
of 21 C.A.S.T. (Catch A Special Thrill) events per year that provide fishing opportunities for 
approximately 840 disabled youth and their families. 

Direct Loan Program - $0 

No funding is requested in FY 201 1 under the Small Reclamation Projects Act for the Direct Loan 
Program. The last request for appropriations was FY 2002. 

Policy and Administration - $61.200.000 


The $ 61.2 million request is the same level as the FY 2010 enacted level. Funding requested will be used 
to 1) develop, evaluate, and direct implementation of Reclamation-wide policy, rules, and regulations, 
including actions under the Government Performance and Results Act; and 2) manage and perform 
functions that are not properly chargeable to specific projects or program activities covered by separate 
funding authority. 


Central Valiev Project Restoration Fund - $49.915.000 

This fund was established by the Central Valley Project Improvement Act, Title XXXIV of 
P.L. 102-575, October 30, 1992. The request of $ 49.9 million is expected to be offset by discretionary 
receipts totaling $ 49.6 million, which is the maximum amount that can be collected from project 
beneficiaries under provisions of Section 3407(d) of the Act. The discretionary receipts are adjusted on 
an annual basis to maintain payments totaling $30.0 million (October 1992 price levels) on a three-year 
rolling average basis. The request of S49.9 million for the CVPRF is after considering the effects of the 
San Joaquin River Restoration Settlement Act (P.L. 111-11, March 30, 2009) which redirects certain fees, 
estimated at $5.6 million in FY 201 1, collected from the Friant Division water users to the new San 
Joaquin River Restoration Fund. Funds will be used for habitat restoration, improvement and acquisition, 
and other fish and wildlife restoration activities in the Central Valley Project area of California. 

Working Capital Fund — $0 

This fund is operated for the purpose of managing financial activities such as acquisition and replacement 
of capital equipment, cost recovery for services provided to others, fleet management, administration of 
information technology services, and recovery of indirect costs in the Technical Service Center, 
Management Services Office, and regional and area offices. The fund operates on a self-supporting basis 
through user charges that are deposited in the fund. It is through the Working Capital Fund that 
Reclamation pays for many Departmental Centralized services. 
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California Bay-Delta Restoralion Fund - $40.000.000 

Title I of P.L. 108-361, tilled the Calfed Bay-Delta Authorization Act, was signed by the President on 
October 25, 2004, The Act authorized $389.0 million in Federal appropriations. The Act provided 
authorization for the period of FY 2005 through FY 2010. Reclamation’s FY 2011 budget request is only 
for California Bay-Delta Restoration activities that can be undertaken within existing statutory authorities. 
Funds are requested to continue implementation of priority activities included in the Calfed Bay-Delta 
Authorization Act that will work towards resolving water resource conflicts in the Bay-Delta. Funds will 
specifically be used for the water use efficiency, water quality, storage, conveyance, ecosystem 
restoration, science, planning, and management activities. Authorities authorized by P.L. 108-361 were 
extended until 2014, by Section 210 of P.L. 1 11-85, Energy and Water Development and Related 
Agencies Appropriations Act, October 28, 2009, which states; “Title I of P.L. 108-361 is amended by 
striking “20 1 0” wherever it appears and inserting “20 1 4” in lieu thereof’. 

Management Excellence 

Reclamation is progressing in all areas of management excellence. Efforts toward advancing 
management excellence in the FY 201 1 budget include the following: 1) incorporating budget and 
performance information, 2) providing full co.sts and per unit costs for key performance measures, and 3) 
conducting program performance improvement evaluations. 

Performance Based Budeetine : Reclamation demonstrates progress in its FY 2011 budget by 
incorporating cost information for its key performance measures. Throughout the FY 201 1 budget, key 
long-term and annual performance measures developed through the Department of the Interior's Strategic 
Plan for FY 2007-2012 are aligned to its Activity Based Costing/Management (ABC/M) system. The 
cost data include appropriated and non-appropriated funding, as well as, cost per unit information. 

Funding requests for all projects and bureau-wide programs are linked to the Department's Strategic Plan, 
further reinforcing the ties between budget and performance. The ABC/M financial and output data are 
available on a regular basis throughout Reclamation. Emphasis is now being focused on refining the 
ABC/M data to promote greater accuracy and consistency in reporting and better analysis to increase its 
use for decision-making. 


Reclamation Research and Development fR&Dl 


R&D Program Summary 

Reclamation’s FY 201 1 request for research and development programs appears under the following two 
line items. The collective request is approximately $15.1 million which focus on Reclamation’s mission 
of water and power deliveries. 


FY2010 FY20n 
Enacted Budget 

Science and Technology Program (S&T) $9,195,000 $11,488,000 

The S&T Program is an internal, applied R&D program that is focused on a full range of solutions for 
Reclamation water and power managers and their project stakeholders. The program is Reclamation- 
wide and uses a competitive, merit-based process to select R&D projects. All S&T projects typically 
include collaboration with other federal and nonfederal entities that join forces with Reclamation’s 
technical experts and resource managers. 
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This request will include $4 million for the development and implementation of an integrated strategy for 
responding to climate change impacts on the resources managed by the Department, through the 
establishment of DOI Climate Science Centers (CSC), Landscape Conservation Cooperatives (LCC) and 
a Climate Effects Network. The CSCs are “The Science Arm” and the LCCs are “The On-the-Ground 
Adaptive Management Arm” of DOTs Climate Strategy . In order to address the needs of water managers 
as they manage the nation’s water and hydropower resources under a changing climate, Reclamation 
established the Climate Change and Water Working Group (C-CAWWG) in 2008. The C-CAWWG 
group brings together the two Federal water management agencies (Reclamation and the US Army Corps 
of Engineers) with the two climate science agencies, the USGS and NOAA. Through the C-CAWWG, 
Reclamation identifies the climate information gaps and needs of water managers, and then steers 
resources to meeting those needs. 

Desalination and Water Purification Research Program (DWPR) 3,560,000 3,666,000 

The DWPR program is focused on funding $2.1 million to support external research in desalination 
technologies that benefit the Nation through the award of competitive, merit-based, cooperative 
agreements. R&D emphasis is placed on inland brackish waters with the priorities of lowering 
desalination costs, reducing energy consumption, and finding more effective ways to manage concentrate. 
The request also includes SI .6 million for operations of the Brackish Groundwater National Desalination 
Research Facility. 


TOTAL $12,755,000 $15,154,000 

Management Efficiencies 

In 2009, the President established the SAVE Award program, to challenge Federal employees across the 
government to submit their ideas for efficiencies and savings as part of the annual budget process. The 
goal of the SAVE Award is to produce ideas that will yield savings and improve government operations. 
The Department received thousands of submissions on a variety of topics during the SAVE Award 
process which are being reviewed by the Bureaus. The FY 201 1 budget for the Department assumes $62 
million in savings from implementing SAVE Award proposals in three areas: travel, information 
technology, and strategic sourcing, which are described below. 

• Travel Reduction - Reclamation is participating in a Department-wide effort to reduce travel and 
relocation expenditures through adoption of new technologies and efficiency improvements 
accounting. Bureaus are implementing new teleconferencing, videoconferencing, shared Web 
sites, and other technologies that will enable real-time communications and shared access to 
documents that will enable more meetings to be conducted remotely and electronically. The 
proposed reduction also includes a decrease in funding for permanent change of station expenses, 
in response to an Office of Inspector General finding that suggests a need for greater control over 
management of these costs. The overall travel reduction would decrease the Department’s 
spending on travel and relocation to a level commensurate with actual 2008 travel and relocation 
expenditures. Reclamation’s share of this reduction is $204,000. 

• IT Reduction - Reclamation’s Chief Information Officer has been working collaboratively with 
the other Interior CIOs on an approach to achieve improved effectiveness and efficiencies in 
information technology. The Department anticipates savings will result from the Department- 
wide implementation of a common e-mail system and the consolidation of servers, data centers, 
and help desks. Although this is a multi-year effort, it is feasible to expect $20 million in savings 
in 2011, of which, Reclamation’s share is $1,563 million. 
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Secretary Salazar is committed to information technology reforms that will improve the 
effectiveness and efficiency of operations within the Department including a common email 
system. Detailed planning information exists from earlier efforts to deploy a common email 
system that provide a foundation for an accelerated effort, beginning in the current fiscal year. 

The Department has conducted inventories and evaluations of servers, data centers, and help 
desks. All of the infonnation indicates significant potential savings from the consolidation and 
reduction of this infrastructure. The Department will be working throughout FY 2010 to develop 
plans, begin deployments, and implement changes so as to realize savings beginning in 2011. 

• Acquisition Reduction — Reclamation’s Acquisition and Assistance Management Division has 
been working collaboratively with other acquisition offices across the Department to prepare an 
Acquisition Improvement Plan. Although OMB’s proposed acquisition savings program allows 
agencies to redirect savings to other mission objectives, Interior is proposing a reduction of $30 
million in real savings to help offset other program priorities in the budget request, of which. 
Reclamation’s share is $2,123 million. One option for achieving this savings is the expanded use 
of strategic sourcing. Currently, strategic sourcing is used for enterprise acquisitions for software 
and hardware. Expansion of strategic sourcing to other types of acquisitions has the potential to 
achieve additional savings for the bureaus and offices in Interior. The Office of Acquisition and 
Property Management, working with a team of bureau representatives, has developed a set of 
options for strategic sourcing, including: telecommunications, relocations, copiers/printers, heavy 
equipment, recycled paper, shuttle services, furniture, wireless communications, and training. 
Currently, participation by the bureaus is optional. 

The Department has a track record with successful strategic sourcing and plans to expand its use 
based on the advice and guidance from the Strategic Sourcing Executive Council. During 2010, 
the Department will develop its plans and begin to implement expanded strategic sourcing to 
realize the targeted savings in 201 1 . To achieve this level of savings, all of the bureaus would be 
required to participate. Department leadership is committed to participating in this initiative. The 
savings realized from this initiative would be included in the Department’s Acquisition 
Improvement Plan. 
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BUREAU OF RECLAMATION 
Budget Authority - FY 2009 - 201 1 
(S in Thousands) 

FY 2009 

Appropriation Actual 

FY 2010 

Enacted 

FY2011 

Request 

Water and Related Resources 

920,259 

951,158 

913,582 

Loan Program 

0 

0 

0 

Policy and Administration 

59,400 

61,200 

61,200 

Working Capital Fund 

0 

0 

0 

California Bay-Delta Restoration 

40,000 

40,000 

40,000 

Central Valley Project Restoration Fund 2/ 

56,079 

35,358 

49,915 

Sub-Total - Current Authority 

1,075,738 

1,087,716 

1,064,697 

CVP Restoration Fund Offset 

(52,685) 

(35,057) 

(49,614) 

Total Net Discretionary Authority 

1,023,053 

1,052,659 

1,015,083 

American Recovery and Reinvestment Act (ARRA) 1/ 

950,000 

0 

0 

Revised Total Net Discretionary Authority 

Permanents and Other: 

1,973,053 

1,052,659 

1,015,083 

CRDF, Boulder Canyon Project 

8l,15i 

98,892 

93,052 

Miscellaneous Pennanents 

350 

280 

280 

Trust Funds 

Water c& Related Resources - Spectrum 

1,646 

4,500 

3,500 

Relocation Transfer 

3,450 

0 

0 

Federal Lands Recreation Enhancement Act 

462 

416 

416 

Loan Program (Subsidy Reestimates/Modificalion) 

6,244 

4,892 

0 

Loan Liquidating Account 

(4,267) 

(2,698) 

(2,320) 

San Joaquin River Restoration Fund 3/ 

0 

15,900 

72,100 

San Gabriel Basin Restoration Fund 

2 

0 

0 

Sub-Total Permanent Authority and Other 

89,038 

122,182 

167,028 

GRAND TOTAL 

2,062,091 

1,174,841 

1,182,111 

1/ FY 2009 reflects the American Recovery & Reinvestment Act 
$50,000,000 to CUPCA. 

-P.L. 111-5. The amount includes transfer of 

2/ FY 2010 & 201 1 reflects enacted legislation which redirects $5,600,000 collected From Frianl Division water users 
to the new San Joaquin River Restoration Fund (SJRRF). 

3/ FY 2010 & 20i 1 reflects enacted leglislation which Implements the provisions described in the Stipulation of 

Settlement (SeUlemenl) for the NRDC et al. v. Rodgers lawsuit. 
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Bureau of Reclamation 
Regional Boundaries 



Bureau of Reclamation 
Commissioner’s Office 
1849 C Street, N.W. 
Washington, DC 20240-9997 

Pacific Northwest Region 
1150 North Curtis Road 
Boise, ID 83706-1234 

Mid Pacific Region 
2800 Cottage Way 
Sacramento, CA 95825-1898 


Lower Colorado Region 
500 Fir Street 
Boulder City, NV 89005 

Upper Colorado Region 
125 South State Street 
Salt Lake City, UT 84138-1147 

Great Plains Region 
Federal Courthouse 
316 North 26th Street 
Billings, MT 59101-1362 
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Bureau of Reclamation 
Denver Federal Center 
6th & Kipling, Bldg 67 
Denver, CO 80225 
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Continuous Performance Improvement 


Continuous Performance Improvement: 

Reclamation continuously improves performance and management by pursuing initiatives that include the 
following: strategic management of human capital, improved financial performance, expanded electronic 
government, real property asset management, capital asset and resource management application 
(CARMA) project, transportation management, energy management, environmental stewardship, and 
performance improvement Initiatives. These initiatives improve federal management and deliver results 
that matter to the American people. 

Strategic Management of Human Capital: 

As a world leader in developing and managing water resources, Reclamation requires a world-class 
workforce. Reclamation’s highly competent and skilled staff of about 5,300 employees operate and 
maintain its vast water and power infrastructure; manage and support its technical programs; and address 
financial, acquisition, information technology, and business management challenges. 

To adequately prepare for the challenges of the 21“ Century, Reclamation undertook a broad-based 
initiative called Managing for Excellence that thoroughly examined its core capabilities in a number of 
key areas, as well as its ability to respond in innovative and timely ways to address future needs. One of 
the outcomes of this effort was the development of a workforce/succession plan for FY 2008-2012 to 
address the challenges Reclamation will face in the future. To assist in meeting these challenges. 
Reclamation successfully utilizes the Student Educational Employment and Federal Career Intern 
Programs, as well as Targeted Recruitment Plans for mission-critical occupations and people with 
disabilities. 

A web-based “Tool Box” for supervisors and managers is available and provides information on 
recruitment, special hiring authorities, pay flexibilities, performance management, and employee 
relations. 

The Reclamation Leadership Development Program will be advertised in September 2009. We have also 
prepared a model that outlines a general approach to leadership development at all grade levels 
recognizing the need to have effective leaders no matter where an employee is organizationally located. 

A competency assessment for our Mission Critical Occupation, Civil Engineer, will be conducted and 
will follow a process outlined by the Department. 

A succession planning tool or program will be developed to identify future executive vacancies that will 
also facilitate the placement of high-performing employees into executive positions as they become 
vacant. 

Automated hiring initiatives are supported by the use of the Hiring Management System (Monster 
Government Solutions), Recruitment One Stop, and we are utilizing DOI Learn for employee training and 
development. In addition, resources will be directed to support additional electronic government 
(E-Govemment) initiatives, such as the Human Resources Line of Business and the Enterprise Human 
Resource Integration. These additional initiatives provide for comprehensive personnel data 
management, recordkeeping, and workforce tracking that supports human resource management across 
the Federal government. Reclamation has committed to convert to eOPF in 201 1. 

An employee orientation DVD has been developed and will be used bureau-wide. A modified version of 
the video will be used for outreach and recruitment activities. 
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Continuous Performance Improvement 


Reclamation has developed a comprehensive accountability program that monitors the compliance with 
merit system principles, laws, and regulations. Two Human Resource Offices will be reviewed each 
fiscal year. 

Improved Financial Management: 

To improve financial performance. Reclamation will continue working on: 

• Establishing internal controls and financial reporting processes to support implementation of the 
ARRA objectives that recipients and uses of all funds are transparent to the public, and the public 
benefits of these funds are reported clearly, accurately, and in a timely manner. 

• Ensuring its financial information is fairly stated to achieve “unqualified” opinions from auditors. 

• Meeting required financial statement reporting deadlines and providing financial metrics in a 
timely and accurate manner to consistently meet established goals. 

• Demonstrating its financial management information is used for decision-making and to drive 
results in key areas. 

• Implementing a plan for expanding routine financial management data usage throughout the 
organization. 

• Ensuring its financial management systems fiilly comply with Federal financial system 
requirements and accounting standards. 

• Ensuring that OMB Circular A-123, Management's Responsibility for Internal Control. 
requirements are implemented and that there are no repeat material internal control weaknesses. 

• Providing an unqualified report on management controls in accordance with the Federal 
Managers’ Financial Integrity Act (FMFIA). 

Reclamation has received an ''unqualified" opinion on all financial statements since 1994, which 
demonstrates its strong commitment to accurate and timely reporting. Reclamation will provide timely 
and useful information for management, the Administration, and Congress to forge effective decision- 
making and provide reliable and accurate information for its partners and the public, as necessary to 
maintain effective relationships. 

Financial and Business Management System (FBMS) — Reclamation has been actively involved in the 
Department’s FBMS initiative to replace its existing legacy financial systems with an integrated financial 
management system. Reclamation has committed firll-time staff to assist the Department with the 
implementation of FBMS in all bureaus. Although subject to change, Reclamation is currently scheduled 
to implement FBMS at the beginning of FY 2014. 

Expanded Electronic Government; 

Reclamation plans to build on achievements in the Expanded Electronic Government area and improve 
Information Technology capabilities and performance within the organization and across the Department. 
For FY 201 1, Reclamation will continue to participate in government-and enterprise-wide electronic 
initiatives that offer common solutions for simplifying and standardizing infi-astructure and 
communications capabilities within the Department, including the Commercial Wireless pilot, Networx 
Transition, Radio Infrastructure Program Management, Enterprise Services Network and Active Directory 
initiatives. Participation in these initiatives likely will lead to improvements in systems' interoperability 
and other operational efficiencies. Reclamation also expects increased opportunities for collaboration and 
coordination with other organizations as it adopts and addresses E-Govemment goals and objectives for 
Expanded Electronic Government. This collaboration and coordination includes participation in such 
groups as the Web Council and e- Authentication, Geospatial One-Stop, and E-Government teams, as well 
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as implementation and integration of web-based services and initiatives. In addition, Reclamation has 
partnerships with numerous local. State, and Federal organizations to share water management 
information and to facilitate the coordination and use of E-Govemraent technology. 

Enterprise Architecture — To ensure that E-Govemment goals, objectives, and initiatives are addressed 
and deployed in an effective and cost-efficient manner. Reclamation supports the Department’s Enterprise 
Transition Plan, which provides a roadmap for completing blueprint and other Information Technology 
(IT) initiatives. Reclamation also launched and eompleted an enterprise architecture initiative — the Water 
Resource Management Framework — to provide overall direction for developing a more serviee-oriented 
water management line of business architecture to more effectively leverage existing IT capabilities and 
to develop and deploy more efficient and customer-centered IT capabilities and water management 
services in the future. Within this framework. Reclamation recently completed the first water 
management blueprint. Reduce Dam Safety Risks (RDSR), which involved the support of other bureaus 
and offices with water management responsibilities. The blueprint was approved by the Investment 
Review Board in December 2009- and Implementation is currently underway. Other bureaus and offices 
within the Department are expected to participate in the implementation of the blueprint. Other water 
management blueprint initiatives are expected to be rolled out over the next several years. 

IT Capital Planning and Project Management- Reclamation’s IT program supports its core mission and 
other organization-wide priorities by applying sound investment and project management principles and 
practices. Reclamation's FY 201 1 IT investment is represented on the Department’s Exhibit 53. Each 
item on the Exhibit 53 is supported by an accurate Exhibit 300 business case as well as related IT project 
plans and other materials, In addition to providing general investment information, the FY 201 1 IT 
budget reflects support of Government-wide priorities such as IT security, architecture, and capital 
planning. Funding priorities in FY 201 1 also include support of the implementation of the E-Govemment 
strategies, and department-wide or enterprise-wide initiatives. A significant portion of Reclamation’s IT 
budget supports Department-wide shared systems and communications infrastructure, such as the 
Enterprise Services Network, Further, Reclamation collaborates with the Department and financially 
supports the development of new Department-wide systems such as the FBMS. These activities will be 
overseen by the A-130 Program Management position as part of IT Portfolio Management and as required 
by Secretarial Order 3244. Reclamation also plans to develop, document, implement, and certify its IT 
Capital Planning and Investment Control (CPIC) process, in compliance with the Clinger-Cohen Act as 
well as the Department and 0MB directives, and to improve the maturity level of its investment 
management practices. Reclamation’s Chief Information Officer (CIO) has implemented a plan to 
incorporate the Government Accountability Office’s IT Investment Management (ITIM) framework into 
existing processes, as discussed in the E-Government Scorecard. Stage 4 of the ITIM framework key 
practices will be implemented by the end of FY 2010. Reclamation’s Investment Review Board also has 
been active in applying “pre-select, select, control, and evaluate’’ activities to the FY 201 1 information 
technology investment portfolio. Reclamation expects to submit seven Exhibit 300s for major IT system 
investments for FY 2011. Along with these activities. Reclamation has established a robust IT project 
management program that ensures that all major investments with significant and new projects meet the 
Departmental requirements and support project management principles. 

Information Technology Security — In FY 201 1, Reclamation will continue to streamline and improve its 
IT security management program. The program is based on sound risk management principles and will 
focus on maintaining compliance with Federal Information Security Management Act (FISMA) 
requirements. Cyber security activities and improvements planned for FY 201 1 include the following: 
implementation of any outstanding audit recommendations related to IT security; contractor-based 
(independent) support for security studies and assessments; improvements and enhancements in security 
policy, guidance, and operating procedures; management of Reclamation’s Certification and 
Accreditation (C&A) and Security Assurance program efforts; support for OMB’s Information Systems 
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Security Line of Business (ISS LoB) components that address IT security training and FISMA reporting; 
and improvements in our security monitoring efforts. FY 201 1 funding will support our participation in 
the Department’s consolidated IT Security Awareness and Role-based Training programs. It will further 
support Reclamation’s efforts to complete enhancements to our IT security infrastructure based on 
sy.stem- and program-specific IT security assessments and reviews. The results of these assessments and 
reviews will be used to focus resources on high-return and high-consequence cyber security issues, to 
refine priorities, and to better organize Reclamation’s security improvement activities. Some examples 
include efforts that will address and minimize internal (user-based) threats, enhance internal awareness 
and management training programs, and improve internal governance and remediation 
processes/procedures. Reclamation’s IT portfolio systems have been secured and are accredited for 
operation. Reclamation continues to install all IT systems in accordance with Security Technical 
Implementation Guides (STIGS). Funding will enable Reclamation’s participation in and support of the 
Department’s efforts to implement a more effective IT Security Program. Reclamation, in fact, has taken 
the lead in helping the Department develop Information Assurance Program Management to guide 
security projects department-wide over the next few years. This effort will ensure that a federated 
approach is used to support the Departinent’s IT security goals and should lead to improvements in 
baseline security policy and controls across the organization. In addition to the crosscutting security 
improvements discussed above, funding will support mitigation of weaknesses found during the 
Certification and Accreditation (C&A) of individual Reclamation systems. While much of the cost of 
mitigation will continue to be funded by the IT security portion of our individual IT system budgets, the 
oversight and review of mitigation efforts is still addressed through the overall IT security program. 

Privacy/Secure Communications — Reclamation will update Privacy Impact Assessments on all major 
applications and general support systems during FY 201 1 . Reclamation will train its Privacy Act 
Coordinators and IT systems managers so they can prepare Privacy Impact Assessments as required. 
Reclamation will meet the increased reporting needs required by the Privacy Act, updating existing 
System of Records Notices and publishing new ones as needed. Reclamation also will implement 
requirements to protect Personally Identifiable Information (PH). FY 201 1 funding will support our 
participation in the Department’s consolidated Privacy Training programs. Additionally and to support 
secure communications. Reclamation will continue maintaining compliance with NCS 3-10 standards and 
supporting back-up communications and/or restoration services to key nodes - as mandated by the 
Department of Flomeland Security and as part of the Homeland Security Information Network (HSIN) - 
which is utilized by emergency personnel that have appropriate credentials. As a Bureau continuity of 
operations (COOP) site. Reclamation has responsibility for maintaining Non-Secure Telephone, Fax, Data 
Network, and e-mail capabilities and providing priority access and restoration support as a 
Telecommunications Service Priority (TSP) subscriber. Reclamation will further ensure that vital record 
strategic plans, containing vital records inventories and access instructions are posted. 

Electronic FOIA Amendment of 1996 (E-FOIA) — Reclamation will support the E-FOIA policy 
activities for FY 201 1 through its Policy and Administration appropriation. Reclamation will assist with 
the funding of the Department’s Electronic FOIA Tracking System. 

Records Management - Reclamation will ensure that all identified systems meet the requirements in 
Section 207(e) of the E-Govemment Act of 2002 by providing the National Archives and Records 
Administration (NARA) with records schedules for approval. 

Grants.gov - Reclamation will continue to meet 100% of the participation rate and compliance of the 
Grants.gov quarterly OMB Milestone (E-Gov Act 2002, P.L. 106-107 and OMB). Reclamation continues 
to post all of their discretionary programs on the “Find and Apply” functionality of Grants.gov. All of 
Reclamation’s discretionary competitive and noncompetitive programs are consistent with the current 
revised 50S DM2 Procurement Contracts, Grants and Cooperative Agreements. Reclamation quarterly 
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reports to the Office of Acquisition and Property Management a final list/document that identifies the 
Bureau’s single source announcements. 

Real Property Asset Management: 

Ail Reclamation inventory data for reserved and transferred works, in accordance with Federal Real 
Property Council reporting requirements, was uploaded into the Federal Real Property Profile (FRPP) at 
the end of 2009 (25 data elements per asset). This included Utilization, Mission Dependency, Annual 
Operation & Maintenance Costs, and Condition Index for reserved and reported transferred works assets 
(performance measures). Reclamation will be updating data and infonnation in the FRPP as needed, to 
ensure the information in the asset inventory is current and accurate. Reclamation has implemented the 
Verification and Validation Plan to ensure that real property data in the asset inventory is current, 
complete, and accurate. The vast majority of these assets are capital-intensive water and power 
generating facilities. 

In 2009, Reclamation revised its Asset Management Plan, a comprehensive documentation of 
Reclamation’s extensive asset management policies, practices, and processes. Site-specific Asset 
Business Plans are in place for all Reclamation area offices with responsibilities for physical asset 
management. The plan will be updated again using the FY 2003 data in the FRPP and to provide 
evidence that the applicable metrics are being used at each site for effective and efficient asset 
management. All of the above are used, as appropriate, by managers to make asset management 
decisions, including disposition of assets using the Perfonnance Assessment Tool criteria. Reclamation 
will continue to make progress toward meeting the goals of the DOI Asset Management Program in 
accordance with performance metrics. 

Capital Asset and Resource Management Application (CARMA) Project: 

Reclamation successfully completed the upgrade and consolidation of its 18 deployments of the 
MAXlMO'''“ asset and maintenance management application into one web-based application and 
database on August 28, 2009. The new application has been deployed to sixteen of Reclamation's 
hydroelectric operating sites, as well as two water sites. CARMA will assist in defining metrics and 
provide performance indicators. 

Transportation Management: 

To meet the objectives of the Transportation Management Initiative and to efficiently support 
Reclamation’s mission, Reclamation strives towards right sizing its fleet. Reclamation is looking at 
opportunities to share vehicles with other Departmental bureaus, as well as, other Government agencies. 

Reclamation has established a set of procedures and guidelines for acquisition of Department-owned and 
General Services Administration (GSA) leased vehicles. All motor vehicles that are purchased/leased 
must achieve maximum fuel efficiency and limit the body size, engine size, and optional equipment 
necessary to meet Reclamation’s mission requirements. Reclamation promotes the use of alternative fuel 
vehicles (AFV) where practicable. Reclamation requires justification for any vehicle replacement or 
acquisition of any additional vehicles. 

Reclamation created a Fleet Management Investment Review Board (FMIRB) that developed 
performance indicators, set utilization standards, developed business practices, standardized data 
collection, and benchmarked areas needing improvement. The FMIRB reviews Reclamation’s existing 
fleet portfolio and approves all requests for replacement and additional vehicles required for 
Reclamation’s mission. 
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Reclamation-owned vehicles are controlled in a Working Capital Fund (WCF). This enables Reclamation 
to set Fixed Ownership and Use rates and to collect the replacement and operating cost for its vehicles. 
This also provides Reclamation with another tool to analyze its fleet; ensuring Reclamation’s mission is 
accomplished with the minimum number of vehicles. 

Reclamation has made an overall 15 percent reduction in its fleet since FY 2005, resulting in a savings of 
$1.2 million within the fleet program. Reclamation will temporarily increase its fleet to accomplish 
ARRA projects through FY 201 1 . These vehicles will be disposed of at the completion of the ARRA 
projects. 

Reclamation’s FMIRB scrutinizes every new vehicles being requested. Replacement vehicles are 
reviewed to make sure they meet utilization requirements and are the right size of vehicle for its mission. 
Additional vehicles are only granted when a new program is started within Reclamation. 

Reclamation will be updating its procedures and guidelines in FY 2010, to address the additional 
requirements in Executive Order 13514. Both the FMIRB and the Regional Fleet managers will assist 
with the rewrite of this document. Reclamation’s goal is to develop a plan, with performance measures 
and metrics, outlining steps toward achieving these goals. 

Energy Management: 

Reclamation continues to make progress on complying with the challenging energy reduction and water 
conservation goals set forth for Federal agencies in regulatory and executive orders, i.e., Executive Order 
13423, Strengthening Federal Environmental, Energy Independence and Security Act 2007 (EISA), and 
the Energy Policy Act of 2005 (EPAct05). The EISA goal for energy reduction is three percent annually 
for each fiscal year beginning in FY 2008 and continuing through FY 2015. Reclamation must reduce 
energy intensity by 30 percent by 2015 and improve water efficiency by 26 percent by 2020. 

In FY 2009, reductions in water consumption were achieved through repair of leaky pipes and installation 
on water-saving sprinkler valves, dual-flush toilets, and low flow urinals. In addition, Reclamation 
achieved reduction in energy consumption. Also, because of consumption of hydropower at its facilities. 
Reclamation has exceeded its renewable energy targets in FY 2009. 

In FY 2010, Reclamation will provide training on the new requirements in EISA, energy auditing, 
investigating opportunities for energy improvements within facilities, and review of energy bills. Staff 
regional energy teams and working groups have been organized to further collaboration and participation 
within Reclamation and with other agencies and local interests. These energy teams and working groups 
are committed to communicating the importance of the energy reduction and water conservation goals 
throughout Reclamation and are in the process of designing and performing short- and long-term actions 
to attain the desired results. 

During FY 201 1, Reclamation continues efforts begun in prior fiscal years to (a) collaborate on 
methodologies to meet energy reduction and water conservation goals set forth for Federal agencies in 
recent regulatory and executive orders (b) conduct energy audits of Reclamation facilities to evaluate and 
quantify energy- and water-saving opportunities, and (c) train staff and contractors on reporting 
requirements. Completion of the audits and adoption of energy efficiency projects are critical to 
Reclamation’s meeting regulatory and executive order goals, as well as addressing Department Energy 
Scorecard criteria. 
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Environmental Stewardship: 

Reclamation has made progress establishing strategies and policies to meet the sustainability goals of 
Executive Order (E.O.) 13423, Strengthening Federal Environmental, Transportation, and Energy 
Management (January 24, 2007) and is building upon these efforts to meet challenging goals of the new 
E.O. 13514, Federal Leadership in Environmental, Energy, and Economic Performance issued October 5, 
2009. During FY 2009, Reclamation improved its progress rating on the Environmental Stewardship 
Scorecard initiatives for Environmental Management Systems (EMS), Green Purchasing, Sustainable 
Buildings, and Electronic Stewardship through the following accomplishments: 

• Five regional offices have initiated Environmental Management Systems (EMS) and plan to 

achieve full conformance to EMS requirements by the end of FY 201 1 . Sustainable practices are 
being integrated into the EMS to ensure a comprehensive and integrated approach to 
environmental management. Reclamation also developed an all-employee EMS awareness video 
to communicate its EMS policy and approach as well as its charge to meet the President’s 
sustainability goals. 

• To facilitate environmentally preferable purchasing. Reclamation updated its internal acquisition 

regulations to include the latest green purchasing requirements. Over 50 percent of acquisitions 
personnel have been trained in green purchasing requirements and strategies. 

• Reclamation’s Sustainable Building Implementation Plan (SBIP) is the blueprint for achieving 

the sustainable building requirements mandated by Executive Order and by Department 
of the Interior policy. During FY 2010 Reclamation will complete 10 sustainable 
building assessments to identify needed renovations to achieve compliance to “Guiding 
Principles” for sustainable buildings. 

• Reclamation has made significant progress in achieving objectives within its internal 

Electronic Stewardship Implementation Plan (ESIP). Specific activities are underway to 
ensure that environmentally sound practices are followed with respect to the purchase, 
use, and disposition of electronic equipment. 

During FY 201 1 Reclamation will further these accomplishments through: 

• Full implementation of EMS at five regional offices and ensuring that the EMS “Plan, DO, Check 

Act” framework is utilized to accomplish the sustainability goals. 

• Implementation of improved processes for tracking and reporting green purchases and putting 

corrective action measures in place. 

• Design, construction, maintenance, and operation of facilities in a sustainable manner. This will be 

accomplished by developing and/or updating policy, directives, and design standards to 
incorporate and ensure compliance with the Guiding Principles for High Performance and 
Sustainable Buildings (Guiding Principles), conducting sustainability assessments of current 
building assets, and constructing or rehabilitating buildings to meet the Guiding Principles. 

• Achieve 100 percent compliance with Reclamation’s ESIP to improve the quality, performance, 

and environmental management of Federal electronic assets throughout tlieir life cycle. 

Performance Improvement Initiatives: 

Reclamation undertakes a variety of initiatives to promote the integration of budget and performance data 
for decision-making. From the implementation of Activity Based Costing/Management (ABC/M) in 
2004, to the assessment of performance through program evaluations. Reclamation continuously advances 
its efforts in this area. Currently, both full cost and cost-per-unit information are available to staff and 
managers at all levels of the organization. Reclamation uses ABC/M data to project the annual level of 
funding that will be obligated by the end of the fiscal year for its end outcome goals, and reports this 
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information to the Department on a quarterly basis. As the ABC/M system matures and data quality 
improves, increased focus is being placed on: 1) data analysis, and 2) expanded use of ABC/M data to 
support funding requests and managerial decision-making. 

Program Performance Change Tables: 


The following tables present two performance areas where binding and/or performance arc expected to 
change from FY 201 1 through the out-years. The performance areas are: 

1 . Performance Measure 458, Increased Supply - Units represent potential acre-feet made available 
through completion of projects. Note that the accomplishments listed below are for the LC 
Region only and include other projects besides Title XVI projects, 

2. Perfonnance Measure 535. Tons of salt loading prevented - Units represent additional tons. 



2007 

Actual 

2008 

Actual 

20D9 

Actual 

2010 

Plan 

(A) 

2011 

Base 

Budget 

2011 

Request 

(B) 

Change 
from 2010 
Plan to 
2011 
Request 
(C) 

Change 

from 

2011 Plan 
to Long- 
Term 
Target 
2012 





A 


8=A+C 

c 

D 

456. Increased Supply: 
Potential acre-feet made 
available through 
completion of projects. 

8,300 

113,900 

7,400 

7,600 

104.000 

104,000 

96,400 

•98,440 

Total Actuai/Projected Cost 
($000)* 

$53,443 

$63,767 

$59,167 

$59,800 

360,000 

$60,000 

$0 

$0 

Actuai/Projected Cost Per 
Acre (whole dollars)’ 

S6.439 

$560 

$7,995 

$7,868 

$577 

$577 

$-7,291 

TBD 

Comments 

‘The disparity in performance targets for this measure over (he fiscal years Is due to the unique 
accomplishments associated with each project identified for completion (or partial completion) in a 
given fiscal year. Accomplishments for this measure generally trail several years behind the year 
funding is received. Reclamation's methodology for determining costs associated with this 
performance captures a variety of other project costs aligned with this performance measure (as 
outlined through the ABC/M system) and does not indicate a true per unit cost. 

Notes- 

Planned accomplishments (Includes other projects besides Title XVi); 

FY 2010 (7.600 aft: 

Sweetwater Authority, Phase 2A (3,600 af) (San Diego Area Water Reclamation Program)Cntle XV!) 

La Puente (4,000 af) (San Gabriel Basin Project) (Title XVI) 

FY 2011 (104.000 af): 

Long Beach Recyded Water System Expansion (10,000 af) (Long Beach Area Water Recycling 
Proiect)(Tltte XVI) 

Rio Hondo - Phase 2 (22,000 aO (San Gabriel Basin Project) (Title XVI) 

San Xavier Farm Extension Project - Phase 1 (2,000 aO(Central Arizona Project/Southern Arizona 

Water Rights Settlement Project) (Construction) 

Drop 2 Storage Reservoir (70,000 af) (Colorado Front Work and Levee System) (Construction) 

FY 2012(11.560 af): 

Alamitos Barrier, Phase 2 (5,000 af) (Long Beach Area Project) 

El Monte Operable Unit Eastside (400 af) (San Gabriel Basin Project) 

El Monte Operable Unit Westside (160 af) (San Gabriel Basin Project) 

San Xavier Farm Extension Project - Phase 2 (6,000 af)(Central Arizona Project/Southern Arizona 

Water Rights Settlement Project) (Conslmction) 
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2007 

Actual 

2008 

Actual 

2009 

Actual 

2010 

Plan 

(A) 

2011 

Base 

Budget 

2011 

Request 

(B) 

Change 
from 2010 
Plan to 2011 
Request 

Change 
from 2011 
Plan to 
Long-Term 
Target 2012 





A 


B=A+C 

C 

D 

535. Tons of salt loading 
prevented. Units represent 
additional tons. UC Region 
only (SP) 

21,000 

13,500 

11,200 

12,000 

13,300 

18,400 

6,400 

-1.500 

Total Actuai/Projected Cost 
($0QO) 

$3,947 

$7,370 

$6,166 

$6,612 

$7,970 

$11,000 

$4,388 

$0 

Actual/Projected Cost Per 
Ton {whole dollars) 

$426 

$431 

$551 

$551 

$599 

. 

$598 


TBD 

Comments; 

The number of tons of salt loading prevented targets increased in 201 1 , due to an increase in funding, 
which is actually a return to pre>nous funding levels. However, the cost to prevent salt loading has 
increased as contractors require more money to cover higher costs and the nature of the work left to do 
is more complicated. Consequently, the process is more expensive and difficult, affecting the number 
of tons controlled. 


Program Performance Improvement (PPI): 

From FY 2002 through FY 2009, Reclamation’s budget and performance documents referred to its 
outcome-based goals and measures via the Program Assessment Rating Tool (PART). Through PART 
efficiency measures, Reclamation tracked and reported on its annual cost savings and other efficiencies. 
The cost and other efficiencies that are realized assist with better program management. The programs 
include the following: 

1 . Hydropower 

2. Rural Water 

3. Water Reuse and Recycling 

4. Science and Technology 

5. Planning and Construction 

6. Recreation and Concessions 

7. Site Security 

8. Safety of Dams 

9. Operations and Maintenance 

10. California Federal Bay Delta 

11. California Valley Project Implementation Act 

12. Water Management and Environmental Mitigation 

In FY 201 0 and beyond. Reclamation will continue to pursue Program Performance Improvement (PPI) 
by analyzing changes in efficiency measures in quantitative terras to direct program improvements, justify 
funding requests, and influence management actions. Reclamation collaborates with the Department and 
0MB to implement recommendations for advancing program performance improvement. As of 
January 2010, the following PPI recommendations remain active. However, due to the transition to a new 
program for tracking PPI, the status for most of the recommendations on the following table are awaiting 
father guidance from 0MB on how to be finalized or merged into a new system. 
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Current Status of PPI Recommendations: 


Program 

Current Recommendation 

Status/Comment 

Hydropower 

The Hydropower Program has no 
outstanding recommendations at this 
time. As a result of the FY 2008 Fall 
Update, the program began developing 
new draft recommendations to promote 
program efficiency and effectiveness. 

Action taken, but not completed. 
Recommendations have been developed 
by the program. Awaiting further 
direction by 0MB. 

Rural Water 
Supply 
Projects 

Reclamation developed measures for 
existing project construction and 
studies under P.L. 109-451. 

Action completed. 

Rural Water 
Supply 
Projects 

Evaluate the Planning and Construction 
program performance measures for use 
with the rural water projects that are 
authorized for design and construction, 
often referred to as the "pre-P.L. 109- 
451 projects." 

Action completed. Measures coordinated 
with the OIG are being implemented and 
tracked by the regions. 

Rural Water 
Supply 
Projects 

Develop performance measures for the 
new rural water supply program's 
activities, which are related to the 
development and review of appraisal 
and feasibility studies carried out 
and/or funded under Title I. The 
performance measures are being 
developed in concert with the OIG 
report from its assessment. 

Action completed. Measures coordinated 
with the OIG and will be applied and 
monitored starting in FY 201 0 when the 
Rural Water Supply Program began 
implementation. 

Water Reuse 
and Recycling 

Update the existing Title XVI 

Guidelines for Preparing, Reviewing, 
and Processing Water Reclamation and 
Reuse Project Proposals under Title 

XVI of P.L. 102-575, as amended. The 
revision is necessary to reflect the new 
requirements and process identified in 
the recently completed Reclamation 
Manual Directive and Standards. 

Action taken, but not completed. An 
action plan was approved by 0MB. 

Awaiting further direction by 0MB. 

Water Reuse 
and Recycling 

Reevaluate the existing performance 
measures and determine if the 
measures should be modified, retained, 
or replaced to improve monitoring of 
activities for which Reclamation has 
direct control. 

Action taken, but not completed. The 
action plan was approved by OMB and is 
currently being implemented. 

Science and 
Technology 

The Science and Technology program 
has no outstanding recommendations at 
this time. It will develop new draft 
recommendations to promote program 
efficiency and effectiveness for review 
during the next update session. 

Action taken, but not completed. Draft 
recommendations are being developed for 
review by DOl. 
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Water 

Management, 
Project 
Planning, and 
Construction 

Develop a comprehensive, long-term 
strategy to operate, maintain, and 
rehabilitate Reclamation facilities. 

Action taken, but not completed. Draft 
recommendations were developed by the 
program and approved by DOI. Currently 
being implemented. 

Recreation 

and 

Concessions 

Identify gaps in existing recreation 
authorities, policies, and directives and 
standards. 

Action taken, but not completed. This is 
a long-term recommendation with 
completion targeted for April 30, 2010. 

Recreation 

and 

Concessions 

Develop tools to assist current Federal, 
State, and local partners and encourage 
other potential partners in managing 
Reclamation’s recreation sites. 

Action taken, but not completed, 'fltis is 
a long-term recommendation. The target 
date for the Comprehensive Recreation 
Guidebook is March 31,2010. 

Recreation 

and 

Concessions 

Develop baseline performance data for 
FLREA program measures. 

Action Completed. This recommendation 
was completed in September 2009. 

Site Security 

Electronic processing of 95% of low- 
risk SF-85 background investigations. 

Action taken, but not completed. 
Established intranet accounts and required 
training. In progress. 

Safety of Dams 

Develop a budget and performance 
measure that can be either integrated 
into an existing measure or developed 
for a new measure. 

Action taken, but not completed. DOI is 
reviewing this recommendation to clarify 
language and expectations for the program 
as it relates to budget and/or performance. 

Water 

Management - 
Operations 
and 

Maintenance 

Work with appropriate principals to 
amend the Warren Act to facilitate 
water transfers, which will enable 
Reclamation to help non-Federal 
entities to transfer and store water. 

Action taken, but not completed. 

Water 

Management - 
Operations 
and 

Maintenance 

The program should develop a 
recommendation for entry in 

PARTWeb that describes the work they 
are now doing on the FRR measure. 

Action taken, but not completed. Draft 
recommendations are being developed by 
the program for review by DOI. An 
internal team has been assembled to 
review the FRR and address the issues 
identified. 

California 
Federal Bay 
Delta 

Restoration 

(CALFED) 

Collaborate with DOI/OMB on a dollar 
value measure that shows the return 
received for some of the water delivery 
and water supply efforts being 
undertaken. 

Action taken, but not completed. Efforts 
are underway to develop a dollar value 
measure for the program. 

CALFED 

Develop a communications process for 
keeping DOI and 0MB apprised of 
activities relative to Delta ecosystem 
and water supply reliability on a nol- 
less-than quarterly basis, i.e., a 
summary of key or important actions 
taken. 

Action taken, but not completed. A 
communications process has been 
developed that will be reviewed by 0MB 
in the near future. 
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CALFED 

Update the Storage Project 
Implementation Schedule to reflect 
changes due to issues impacting water 
operations in the Delta. Include a 
description of how the milestone, year, 
and percent complete milestones relate 
to the implementation schedule. 

Action completed. Final concurrence 
with DOI/OMB pending. 

CALFED 

Review and revise measure “Percent 
complete of milestones for ongoing 
surface water storage projects." 

Consider the following two options: 
Option 1 - consider dividing into 2 
measures: (a) Projects under study and 
(b) Projects approved. Option 2 - 
consider dividing existing milestone 
into 3 phases: (1) Feasibility 
Investigation, (2) Congressional 
Authorization, and (3) Design and 
Construction. 

Action taken, but not completed. 

Request for extension of time is being 
processed. 

CALFED 

Revise or add a performance measure 
for Delta water export capability to 
provide additional information. 

Action taken, but not completed. Efforts 
are underway to develop a dollar value 
measure for the program. 

Central Valley 
Project 
Improvement 
Act (CVPIA) 

Develop options for adjusting program 
priorities and improving interna! 
oversight of the CVPRF. 

Action taken, but not completed. A 
draft long-term plan containing CVPIA 
priorities, strategies, and actions was 
completed in October 2009. The plan is 
currently under management review. 

CVPIA 

Develop and implement a long-term 
action plan to achieve the performance 
goal. 

Action taken, but not completed. A 
preliminary draft implementation plan was 
completed in February 2007. A contract 
for facilitation and document production 
was awarded in May 2007. A draft 

CVPIA Long-term Plan was submitted by 
the contractors in August 2008. 

Reclamation is revising the Plan in 
consideration of the Fisheries Independent 
Review recommendations and awaiting 
completion of the Refuges Independent 
Review Report. A draft long-term plan 
was completed in October 2009. The plan 
is currently under management review. 

CVPIA 

Develop a recommendation that 
includes collaboration with DOI/OMB 
on performance measures. 

Action taken, but not completed. Efforts 
are underway to develop a draft 
recommendation for review. 

Water 

Management - 
Environmental 
Mitigation 

Develop Policy and/or Directives and 
Standards for the Mitigation Program. 

Action taken, but not completed. The 

Reclamation Leadership Team was briefed 
and a draft policy is being prepared for 
review. 
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Water 

Improve the linkage between program 

Action taken, but not completed. The 

Management - 

performance and program budget 

Reclamation Leadership Team was briefed 

Environmental 

requests. 

and the Mitigation PPI team is working on 

Mitigation 


an improved linkage. 


The goal performance table for PPI is located after the goal performance tables for GPRA and ARRA. 
Data Verification and Validation; 

Reporting valid, accurate, and reliable performance data is increasingly important and provides a means 
of accountability. Data are defined, interpreted, and reported in a consistent manner. Proce.sses are in 
place to verify the accuracy of data and sources of data are documented and available. Reclamation 
continuously improves data management processes by developing better sources of data and/or linking 
with current data sources with existing reporting, verifying, and validating procedures. Multiple 
Data/Web Intranet and Internet sites contain data on projects, dam and power facilities, and water related 
resource statistics that may be used to verify annual performance data. Data from regions and area 
offices are reported and reviewed monthly, quarterly, and/or annually to ensure that Reclamation is on 
course and reporting consistently. 

Performance Summary: 

In accordance with the GPRA and 0MB policy and direction, the DOl Strategic Plan is currently 
undergoing the required triennial review and update. The Department is reviewing the organization and 
construct of the Strategic Plan in light of the Administration’s priorities, goals, and objectives. Although 
the majority of end outcome goals and measures, intermediate measures, and other measures are expected 
to remain intact, the organizing principles for those goals and measures may change during this review. 
Therefore, this budget request does not directly reference the existing DOI Strategic Plan mission areas, 
but does continue to report on performance goals and accomplishments associated with the current slate 
of end outcome goals and related performance measures. Reclamation’s key business line reflects Its 
ability to deliver water and generate power to meet customer demand even though fiscal constraints and 
changes in precipitation may have an impact. 

Goal Performance Tables 

GPRA: The following GPRA bureauwide goal performance table shows the actual obligations, 
associated actual performance, projected obligations, and associated projected targets. The data are 
consolidated from each Region and offices of Policy and Program Services; Power Resources; and 
Security, Safety, and Law Enforcement. To keep the bureauwide goal performance table as brief as 
possible, most of the supporting project information and comments reside in each Region's goal 
performance tables, which are located in each Region's respective section of this book. 

ARRA: The following Reclamationwide ARRA goal performance table displays the actual and 
anticipated performance. However, at this time, there are no actual or projected obligations associated 
with the ARRA performance measures. Reclamation's ARRA performance measures are closely tied to 
the approved projects discussed in Reclamation's ARRA Program Plan. In addition to the sections 
dedicated to Departmentwide performance requirements, there are bureauwide measures that are 
associated with the following six categories: 

1 . Meeting Future Water Supply Needs 

2. Infrastructure Reliability and Safety 
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3. Environmental and Ecosystem Restoration 

4. Challenge Grants 

5. Drought 

6. Green Buildings 

PPI: The following bureauwide PPI goal performance table is similar to the previous goal performance 
tables. It is arranged in program categories to portray the actual and projected performance. However, at 
this time, there are no actual or projected obligations associated with the PPI accomplishments. 
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Long-Term 

Target 

2012 


O 

$1,440 

394,000 


10:1 

($92 mil) 

O 

C-I 


120,000 

o 

o 

90% meet 
CPI & SPI 

Change 

from 

2010 Plan 
to 2011 


9,360 

-$110 

3,040 


O 

o 

o 



O 

o 

O' 

0% 

2011 

Plan 


25,000 

$1,520 

O 

o 

o 

fT 

r*Y 


10:1 

($92 mil) 

0.99 

r 


o 

o 

o 

90% meet 
CPI & SPI 

2010 

Plan 

(President's 

Budget) 


15,640 

$1,630 

294,000 


J0;1 

($92 mil) 

0.95 

o 


o 

o 

o 

90% meet 
CPI & SPI 

2009 

Actual 


65,860* 

1,730* 

245,000** 


10:1 

($92 mil) 

0.90 

0$ 


o 

179 

38 

90% meet 
CPI & SPI 

2008 

Actual 


78,500 


192,815 


10:1 

(~$90 mil) 

0.90 

($7.9 mil) 

90 


207,256 

123 

o 

100% 

2007 

Actual 


6,300 

$2,150 

155.997 


11:1 

($94 mil) 

0.94 

($8.0 mil) 

oo 


o 

719 

480 

100% 

2006 

Actual 


4,550 

$2,279 

137,000 


13:1 

($118.5 mil) 

0.77 

($7.1 mil) 

'O 


o 

226 

o 

UNK 

adXx 


C/F 

< 

C/F 


< <-> 

< u 

< l-i 


< 

< 

< 

u 

PROGRAM and MEASURES 

1 WATER REUSE AND RECYCLING 

Long Term Outcome Measure; Acre-feet of water delivery 
capacity made available through completion of Title XVI 
Projects. 

Annual Efficiency Measure: Average total Federal cost per 
acre-foot of reclaimed water made available through Title XVI 
oroiects. 

Annual Output Measure: Total annual acre-feet of reclaimed 
water delivered by Federally funded Title XVI projects. 

SCIENCE AND TECHNOLOGY 

Long Term and Annual Outcome Performance Measure: R&D 
products will generate a 10 to i return on Reclamation's R&D 
investments in terms of the value of the water and power 
benefits derived when they are deployed. 

Long Term Efficiency Measure: The ratio of total program 
cost-share to total program budget will increase a minimum of 
5% each year. 

Long Term Output Measure: Increase the number of Western 
Water and Power solution bulletins to R&D customers by 34% 
over a 6-vear oeriod. 

PROJECT PLANNING AND CONSTRUCTION 

Annual Output Measure: Acre feet of new storage. 

Annual Output Measure: CFS-Miles of Conveyance Systems 
Constructed. 

Annual Outcome Measure: CFS-Miles of Conveyance 

Systems Completed. 

Long Term and Annual Efficiency Measure: Percent of 
construction projects with cost and schedule variances of less 
than 10% of the aooroved oroiect olan. 
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Long-Term 

Target 

2012 


78.0% 

O 

CO 

p 

28% 



oo 



OO 

79.0% 

S265 

16.5% 

17.1% 

Change 
from 
2010 Plan 

to 2011 


0.0% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

o 

O 

o 


OY 

O 

2.0% 

&«3 

p 

-3.1% 

2011 

Plan 


%0'SL 

84.0% 

38.0% 

oo 

»ri 

OQ 

£ 


8.2% 

78.0% 

$260 

17.9% 

od 

2010 

Plan 

(President's 

Budget) 


78.0% 

84.0% 

38.0% 



oo 

CM 

OO 

s? 


od 

76.0% 

VS 

fS 

16.0% 

p 

2009 

Actual 


73.0% 

84.0% 

O 

CO 

42.48% 

81.20% 



r 

8.9% 

77.0% 

$203 

17.0% 

NA 

2008 

Actual 


47.0% 

84.0% 

33.0% 

Baseline 

Not 

Established 

Baseline 

Not 

Established 

Baseline 

Not 

Established 


Ch 

71.0% 

$210 

16.3% 

16.5% 

2007 

Actual 


23.0% 

84.0% 

19.0% 

UNK 

UNK 

UNK 


9.6% 

68.0% 

O' 

(N 

9.3% 

15.2% 

2006 

Actual 


23.0% 

77.0% 

p 

od 

UNK 

UNK 

id 


9.8% 

54.0% 

$241 

5.7% 

NA 
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PROGRAM and MEASURES 

RECREATION AND CONCESSIONS 

Long Term Outcome Measure: Percent of universally 
accessible facilities in relation to total number of recreation 

areas. 

Long Term Outcome Measure: Percent of recreation areas 
with community partnerships. 

Long Term Outcome Measure: Percent of concession 
activities with performance based contracts 

Annual Efficiency Measure: Percent of recreation fee receipts 
spent on fee collection at FLREA designated recreation sites. 

Annual Efficiency Measure: Percent of customers satisfied 
with the value for fee paid at FLREA designated sites. 

Annual Output Measure: Percent of fee revenue obligated to 
maintenance projects at FLREA designated sites. 

SITE SECURITY 

Long Term and Annual Outcome Measure: Percent of assets 
where security-related risks are at an acceptable level. 

Annual Output Measure: Percent of risk assessment 
recommendations that have been completed. 

Annual Efficiency Measure: Cost per active background 
investication file. 

Long Term and Annual Output Measure: Percent of periodic 
security risk assessments conducted annually on critical and 
project essential facilities 

Annual Output Measure; Percent of threat assessments 
conducted annually in support of comprehensive security 
reviews. NA - Melhodoloav changed in FY 2009. 
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Long-Term 

Target 

2012 

LZ 

1 

■ 

o 

56.0% 

TBD 

o 

o 

o 

oo 

$45 

Change 
from 
2010 Plan 

to 2011 


1 

■ 

o 

o 

fn 

TBD 

o 

o 

OS 

2011 

Plan 

21 

1 

O 

o 

o 

TBD 
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o 

o 

00 

Vh 

in 

2010 

Plan 

(President's 

Budget) 

27 


o 

o 

42.0% 

CN 

o 

o 

o 

•ir 

oo 

VO 

PO 

in 

2009 

Actual 

28.0% 


250,000 

o 

34.0% 

ui 

o 

171,000 

fo 

rn 

tn 

2008 

Actual 

30.00 


o 

o 

28.0% 

O 

o 

o 

o 

$29 

2007 

Actual 

31.20 


o 

o 

19.0% 

O 

5,000 

65,900 

$44 

2006 

Actual 

30.80 


224,814 

o 

19.0% 

o 

o 

40,000 

$65 

sdXx 

■■ ^ 


< 

b. 

u 

bl. 

< 

u 

< 

program and MEASURES 

Long Term Output Measure: Acre-feet of water (measured in 
million acre-feet) delivered consistent with applicable 
substantive and procedural requirements of Federal and slate 
water law. 

CALIFORNIA FEDERAL BAY DELTA 
(CALFED) 

Central Valley Project (CVP) Restoration Fund Natural 
Production of Anadromous Fish: Increase long-term, 
sustainable, natural production of anadromous fish 

DODulations. tPPIl 

Long Term Outcome Measure: Acre-feet of new surface water 
storage capacity measured in thousands of acre-feet 

Annual Output Measure: Percent complete of milestones for 
on-Eoina surface water storaae nroiects 

Long Term Outcome Measure: Acre-feet of additional Delta 
water export canabilitv. 

Annual Outcome Measure: Acre-feel per year of unanticipated 
and uncompensated reductions in exports. 

Long Term and Annual Outcome Measure: Salt discharge 
reduction per average hydraulic year. 

Annual Efficiency Measure: Cost per ton of salt discharge 
removal. 
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Water and Related Resources Appropriation 
FY 201 1 Overview 

The amount proposed for this appropriation for FY 2011, is $913,582,000, a decrease of $37,576,000 
from the FY 2010 enacted level of $951,158,000. Reclamation’s FY 201 1 budget proposal seeks to 
maximize the economic, community, and environmental benefits of Reclamation’s projects and programs 
by ensuring the reliable and efficient delivery of water and power. Reclamation will continue to address 
the challenges and opportunities being faced as public needs for water and power evolves and the 
population grows. Several critical issues facing Reclamation are described in the following paragraphs. 

Reclamation’s core mission ‘/o manage, develop, and protect water and related resources in an 
environmentally and economically sound manner in the interest of the American public ' will continue in 
FY 2011. Reclamation will maintain its emphasis on public and employee safety by devoting substantial 
resources to site security, dam safety, and seismic building safety; maintaining funding to continue 
con.struction projects; providing funding for construction of ongoing rural water projects; funding 
activities related to endangered species act compliance and habitat restoration; and to improve 
maintenance of an aging infrastructure to increase reliability and efficiency of water delivery and 
hydropower production. Projects such as Animas-La Plata and the Yakima River Basin Water 
Enhancement support Tribal Nations. 

The following is a comparison of the FY 2011 proposal with the FY 2010 enacted level by the five 
program activities: 


Water and Related Resources 
($ in thousands) 


Program Activity 

FY 2010 

Enacted 

FY2011 

President’s Budget 

Water and Energy Management and Development 

$ 386,410 

$295,616 

Land Management and Development 

$ 32,989 

$ 39,641 

Fish and Wildlife Management and Development 

S 119,873 

$ 154,652 

Facility Operations 

$ 209,767 

$ 229,069 

Facility Maintenance and Rehabilitation 

$ 202,119 

$ 194,604 

TOTAL 

$ 951,158 

$ 913,582 


WaterSMART Program 

The request continues to focus resources on the Department’s WaterSMART (Sustain and Manage 
America’s Resources for Tomorrow) program - working to achieve a sustainable water strategy to meet 
our Nation’s water needs. The WaterSMART program (which includes the Reclamation programs 
formerly known as the Water Conservation Initiative) is concentrated on expanding and stretching limited 
water supplies in the West to reduce conflict, facilitate solutions to complex water issues, and to meet the 
growing needs of expanding municipalities, the environment, and agriculture. Department’s 
WaterSMART program also includes participation from U.S. Geological Survey, 

The Department plays an important role in providing leadership and assistance to States, Tribes, and local 
communities to address these competing demands for water and to be more energy efficient in the 
operations of its facilities. Reclamation is proposing $62.0 million for the WaterSMART Program. The 
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three ongoing programs include: cost-shared grants for conservation and water management 
improvement projects, basin-wide planning studies that will address the impacts of climate change, and 
funding of water reuse and recycling projects through the Title XVI Water Reclamation and Reuse 
Program. Reclamation will also partner with States, Tribes, and local entities under the WaterSMART 
program to develop incentives and best practices for implementing sustainable water conservation and 
water recycling projects. Together, these programs form an important part of Reclamation’s 
implementation of the Secure Water Act (Subtitle F of Title IX of P.L. 111-11, Omnibus Public Land 
Management Act of 2009). 

Through the WaterSMART grant program (formerly known as Challenge Grant), which implements 
Section 9504 of the Secure Water Act, Reclamation wilt continue to help address western water issues 
and climate change by providing cost-shared assistance on a competitive basis for the following types of 
on-the-ground projects: (1) sustainable water conservation and efficiency projects that allow users to 
decrease diversions and to use or transfer the water saved; (2) water marketing projects with willing 
sellers and buyers, including water banks, that transfer water to other uses to meet critical needs for water 
supplies; (3) projects that improve water management by inereasing the use of renewable energy, by 
increasing operational flexibility (constructing aquifer recharge facilities or making system optimization 
and management improvements), or by addressing endangered species and other environmental issues; 
and (4) pilot and demonstration projects that address the technical and economic viability of treating and 
using brackish groundwater, seawater, impaired waters, or otherwise creating new water supplies within a 
specific locale. Estimated water savings through Challenge Grant projects are 87,000 acre-feet each year, 
on average, since 2004. 

Reclamation will also address climate change impacts and water shortages through the Basin Study 
Program, which also implements Section 9504 of the Secure Water Act through three activities, 
including: (1) Basin-wide water supply and demand studies (Basin Studies); (2) West-Wide Risk 
Assessments (WWRAs), which will provide a consistent source of information and baseline data for 
climate change across Reclamation in order to address risks and impacts; and (3) Landscape Conservation 
Cooperatives (LCCs), which pair science and resource management together to develop climate 
adaptation strategies though cooperative partnerships. Through the Basin Studies, Reclamation will work 
with States, Tribes, and local partners to analyze the impacts of climate change on water and power 
facilities in the West and identify mitigation strategies to adapt to climate variability and chronic water 
shortages. Such efforts are critical in Western States as they cope with the impacts of climate change and 
areas experiencing record droughts and population increases. Each study includes state of the art 
projections of future water supply and demand on a basin-wide scale; analysis of how the basin’s existing 
water and power operations and infrastructure will perform in the face of changing water realities; and 
recommendations on how to optimize operations and infrastructure in the basin to supply adequate water 
in the future. Through the West-Wide Risk Assessments, Reclamation will also conduct reconnaissance- 
level water supply and demand analyses and baseline risk assessments evaluating the impacts of climate 
change. The West-Wide Climate Risk Assessments will allow Reclamation to evaluate climate change 
impacts using a consistent approach on a west-wide basis and will provide key baseline information for 
more in-depth analyses performed through future Basin Studies. Reclamation will also initiate two LCCs 
in the Colorado River Basin in 201 1 . LCCs are an important part of the framework established by 
Secretary Salazar in Secretarial Order 3289 to address climate change. LCC’s are partnerships between 
Interior agencies and States, Tribes, non-Govemmental Organizations, and other stakeholders, that bring 
together science and sustainable resource eonservation activities to address the impacts of climate change 
and other stressors to natural resources within an ecological region or “landscape.” 

The Title XVI Water Reclamation and Reuse Program also contributes to sustainable water conservation 
in the Western United States and is included in the WaterSMART Program. The Title XVI Program was 
authorized by P.L.l 02-575 in 1992, as amended. This program authorizes Reclamation to provide 
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financial and technical assistance to local water agencies for the planning, design, and construction of 
water reclamation and reuse, and to conduct research. In managing the Title XVI Program, Reclamation 
will continue to work on authorized projects and studies. Federal investments in Title XVI projects, 
including all projects funded since 1 992, made available an estimated 245,000 acre-feet of water in 2009. 

Reclamation continues to work on improvements to the Title XVI Program. Internal Directives and 
Standards for Reclamation-wide use. Title XVI Water Reclamation and Reuse Program Feasibility Study 
Review Process, are intended to increase Reclamation’s responsiveness to project sponsors and to 
increase the overall consistency and effectiveness of the program. Reclamation’s efforts to improve the 
program also include continued outreach to stakeholders and improved coordination with other programs 
such as the Research and Development Office’s water reuse research activities. Efforts by Reclamation to 
work with project sponsors to improve program processes and procedures will continue in FY 201 1 . One 
such effort is an update of “Guidelines for Preparing, Reviewing, and Processing Water Reclamation and 
Reuse Project Proposals under Title XVI of Public Law 102-575, as Amended.” 

The following table is a summary of the water reclamation and reuse projects in the FY 2011 request. 
Funds budgeted for the Commissioner’s Office will be used for additional funding of individual projects 
authorized under Title XVI and to be selected using criteria to identify projects that most closely align 
with program goals. A small amount of funding will be used to complete reviews of Title XVI feasibility 
studies. 


Title XVI - Water Reclamation and Reuse Program 
($ in thousands) 


Program 

Region 

2009 

Recovery 

Act 

FY2010 

Enacted 

FY20TI 

Budget 

Albuquerque Metropolitan Area Water 
Reclamation/Reusc Study 

UC 

$2,500 

$250 

$0 

Bay Area Regional Water Recycling Program * 

MP 

15,636 

1,215 

0 

Calleguas Municipal Water District Recycling 

Project 

LC 

5,035 

0 

1,400 

City of Corona Water Recycling and Reuse Project 

LC 

0 

500 

0 

Eastern Municipal Water District Recycled Water 
Project 

LC 

9,462 

0 

0 

Elsinore Valley Municipal Water District Projects 

LC 

5,200 

0 

0 

Hi-Desert Wastewater Collection and Reuse 

LC 

0 

1,000 

0 

Inland Empire Regional Water Recycling 

LC 

14,000 

0 

0 

Irvine Basin Ground and Surface Water Improvement 

LC 

17,797 

487 

0 

Long Beach Area Water Reclamation and Reuse 
Project 

LC 

479 

634 

1,000 

Long Beach Desalinization Project 

LC 

3,006 

670 

1,000 

North Bay Water Reuse Project 

MP 

0 

200 

0 

North Las Vegas Water Reuse 

LC 

0 

2,000 

0 

Oxnard Water Reclamation, Reuse & Treatment 
Project 

LC 

20,000 

0 

0 

Phoenix Metropolitan Water Reuse Project 

LC 

0 

0 

200 

Rancho California Water District 

LC 

6,256 

0 

0 

San Bernardino Municipal Water Department 

LC 

0 

1,000 

0 
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San Diego Area Water Recycling Program 

LC 

1,617 

2,000 

4,969 

San Gabriel Basin Project 

LC 

11,200 

89 

0 

San Jose Water Reclamation and Reuse Program 

MP 

6,460 

200 

242 

Upper Mojave River Well Field 

LC 

13,400 

100 

0 

Watsonville Area Water Recycling Project 

MP 

0 

750 

0 

Yucaipa Valley Regional Water Supply Renewal 

LC 

2,287 

0 

0 

Title XVI Funding Opportunity 

CO 

0 

0 

20,000 

Commissioner's Office - Title XVI Program 

CO 

0 

2,500 

189 

AR.RA Contingency Funding 


665 

0 

0 

Total: Title XVI Programs 


$135,000 

$13,595 

$29,000 


* An additional S 1 .2 million in funding for this program appears in the FY 201 1 California Bay Delta (CALFED) 
narrative. An additional S3.0 million in funding was enacted as part of FY 2010 appropriations for the CALFED 
program. 


WaterSMART Program 

(S thousands) 


Program 

FY 2009 
Enacted 

FY 2009 
Recovery 
Act 

FY2010 

Enacted 

FY2011 

Budget 

WaterSMART Program 

WaterSMART Grants (formerly 
known as Challenge Grants) 

$7,048 

$40,000 

$18,000 

$27,000 

Basin Studies 

4,000 

0 

3,000 

6,000 

Title XVI Projects 

39,245 

135,000 

13,595 

29,000 

Program Total 

$50,293 

$175,000 

$34,595 

$62,000 


'' Individual Title XVI projects are being requested in regional project justifications. 

Although not part of the WaterSMART Program, in FY 2010 there is $3.0 million in Title XVI funding in the 
CALFED program that also contributes to the goals of the WaterSMART Program. 


The WaterSMART program is directly aligned with Reclamation’s high priority performance goal 
(HPPG). Through Title XVI and cost-shared WaterSMART grants. Reclamation’s goal is to conserve 
350,000 acre feet of water (estimated amount) by 2012, A full description of this goal can be found in the 
Bureauwide section under the WaterSMART Program. 

Climate Change Adaptation 


The Department is implementing an integrated strategy for responding to climate change impacts on the 
resources managed by the Department, through the establishment of DOI Climate Science Centers 
(CSCs), Landscape Conservation Cooperatives (LCCs) and a Climate Effects Network. Reclamation’s 
Basin Study program (described above) increase will implement West-Wide Risk Assessments and 
establish two LCCs. Additionally, the Science and Technology program will support the CSCs. 

Restorina Rivers 

In order to best maintain Reclamation’s ability to meet its core mission goals of delivering water and 
generating hydropower. Reclamation must also focus on the protection and restoration of the aquatic and 
riparian environments influenced by its operations. These efforts will help Reclamation balance its 
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environmental mission with its role as a water supplier and power generator, thus better positioning 
Reclamation to address the ongoing challenges presented by drought, climate change, increasing 
populations, the growing water demand associated with energy generation, and environmental needs. 
Reclamation's Restoring Rivers involves a large number of activities, including its Endangered Species 
Act recovery programs. 

The 2011 request provides $171 .7 million for operating, managing and improving California’s Central 
Valley Project (CVP). This amount supports Restoring Rivers including $39.9 million for the CVP, 
Sacramento River Division, Red Bluff Pumping Plant, which will be constructed to facilitate passage for 
threatened fish species, as well as providing water deliveries. The American Recovery and Reinvestment 
Act of 2009 also provided $109.8 million for the Red Bluff Pumping Plant. The funding for CVP also 
includes $12.8 million funding, which includes $1 million through the CVP Restoration Fund, for the 
Trinity River Restoration program that includes development of a comprehensive monitoring and 
adaptive management program for fishery restoration and constiuction of channel rehabilitation projects 
at various sites along the Trinity River. 

The request includes $25.3 million for Lower Colorado River Operations to fulfill the role of the 
Secretary as water master for the Lower Colorado River. The request provides funding for management 
and oversight of both the annual and long-range operating criteria for Colorado River reservoirs; water 
contract administration; and implementation of the Lower Colorado River Multi-Species Conservation 
(MSCP) program. The program will provide quality habitat to conserve populations of 26 species. 
Augmenting the populations of razorback sucker and bonytail chub is a major component of the MSCP. 
These population augmentations will provide the nucleus for stable population and reverse the declining 
trend in existing abundance. Species research will also provide the necessary information required to 
create and manage MSCP covered species and their habitats. The long term-goal of the MSCP is the 
establishment and maintenance of native cottonwood and willow, marsh, and backwater habitat. Habitat 
will also require post-development monitoring. The MSCP adaptive management process is intended to 
be a flexible, iterative approach to long-term habitat creation and management of biological resources and 
will be influenced over time by the results of ongoing monitoring, research and other sources of 
information to gauge the effectiveness of existing conservation measures. 

The budget requests $23,7 million for Endangered Species Act Recovery Implementation programs. The 
request includes $12.7 million in the Great Plains Region to implement the Platte River Endangered 
Species Recovery Implementation program, based upon approval of the program by the Secretary and the 
Governors of Colorado, Nebraska, and Wyoming in late 2006 and authorized by the Consolidated Natural 
Resources Act of 2008. Implementation of this program provides measures to help recover four 
endangered or threatened species, thereby enabling existing water projects in the Platte River Basin to 
continue operations, as well as allowing new water projects to be developed in compliance with the 
Endangered Species Act. It also provides an increase of $4.9 million for a total of $8.4 million for the 
Upper Colorado River Endangered Fish Recovery program, which was established in January 1 988, to 
provide habitat management, development and maintenance; augmentation and conservation of genetic 
integrity; and conservation of other aquatic and terrestrial endangered species. The increase will fund 
construction of a system that automates canal operations to conserve and redirect water for instream 
flows. 

The Klamath project request is $22.5 million and includes fiinds for studies and initiatives related to 
improving water supplies to meet the competing demands of agricultural, tribal, wildlife refuge, and 
environmental needs. Key areas of focus include continuing a water bank; making improvements in fish 
passage and habitat; taking actions to improve water quality; developing a basin-wide recovery plan; 
increasing surface and groundwater supplies; and continuing coordination of Reclamation’s Conservation 
Improvement program. 
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The Klamath Dam Removal and Sedimentation Studies are being conducted as a result of negotiations 
initialed in 2005 and completed in 2010 regarding restoration of the Klamath River, Study results will be 
used to inform a Secretarial Determination to decide if removing PacifiCorp’s four dams on the Lower 
Klamath River is in the public interest and advances restoration of the Klamath River fisheries. The 
Reclamation request includes $5.0 million to further assess the costs and benefits of removing the dams. 
The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service also has $2.0 million in its request to support these studies. 

The Middle Rio Grande project request is $25,1 million and will continue funding of endangered species 
activities and Reclamation’s participation in the Middle Rio Grande Endangered Species Act 
Collaborative program. Funding of the repair of priority river levee maintenance sites is also included. 

The Columbia/Snake River Salmon of the Federal Columbia River Power System (FCRPS) program 
request of $18.0 million will be used for the implementation of required Biological Opinion (BiOp) 
actions. Actions include: extensive hydro actions, plus tributary habitat and hatchery initiatives as “off- 
sets” for the impacts of FCRPS operations. The tributary habitat actions include design and technical 
assistance for habitat improvements in various subbasins. There is also significantly increased research, 
monitoring, and evaluation activities included in the BiOp as well as water acquisition for improved 
instream flows. This program supports annual leasing and the potential permanent acquisition of water 
through state and tribal water banks from willing sellers and lessors and supports acquisition of water for 
flows in certain priority subbasins where Reclamation has initiated programs to address flow, passage, 
and screening problems. 

The Yakima River Basin Water Enhancement Project request is $12.4 million, which will continue 
funding grants to Benton and Roza Irrigation Districts and Sunnyside Division Board of Control, to 
implement sustainable conservation measures and monitor the effects of those measures on the river 
diversions. 

As highlighted above, the FY 201 1 proposal includes funding for Endangered Species programs and 
activities that involve more than one Reclamation project. This includes continuing water conservation 
activities; providing and protecting in-stream flows; managing endangered species activities; habitat 
restoration and protection; research; planning and outreach; and construction of facilities to benefit fish 
and wildlife. The following table shows funding for each Region’s Endangered Species Conservation and 
Recovery Implementation total activities. In part, the increase in funding is for canal automation to 
conserve and redirect water for instream flows. Additional funding for work to benefit endangered 
species is also found in other projects and programs within the Water and Related Resources 
appropriation. 


Endangered Species Recovery Program 
($ in thousands) 


Region 

KY 2009 
Enacted 

EY 2010 
Enacted 

rY2011 

President’s 

Budget 

Pacific Northwest 

$183 

$190 

$250 

Mid-Pacific 

1,754 

1,761 

1,717 

Lower Colorado 

610 

645 

700 

Upper Colorado 

6,976 

3,386 

8.354 

Great Plains 

10,584 

12,054 

12.700 

Total 

$20,107 

$18,036 

$23,721 
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Supporting Tribal Nations 

The 201 1 reclamation budget supports tribal nations through a number of projects. The request includes 
$12.5 million for the Animas-La Plata project to continue implementation of the Colorado Ute Settlement 
Act. Project completion is anticipated in 201 3. In 2011 funding will provide for directional drilling and 
pipeline construction on the Navajo Nation Municipal Pipeline and the continued filling of Lake 
Nighthorse, The funding will further provide for work on transfer of the project to O&M status and tor 
work on anticipated transfer stipulations. In addition to construction funding, this request includes 
funding for continued O&M of improvements for wetland and wildlife mitigation lands associated with 
the project. 

The request includes $10.0 million for the Navajo-Gallup Water Supply Project, a key element of the 
Navajo Nation Water Rights Settlement on the San Juan River in New Mexico. The project will provide 
a reliable and sustainable municipal, industrial, and domestic water supply from the San Juan River to 43 
Chapters of the Navajo Nation. 

The request includes $4.0 million for the Soboba Water Rights Settlement Project to complete funding for 
the payment or reimbursement for constructing, operating, and maintaining the portion of the basin 
recharge project that the United States is responsible for under the Settlement Agreement. 

The request includes $7.5 million for the Native American Affairs Program to continue support of 
Reclamation activities with Indian Tribes. These activities include providing technical support for Indian 
water rights settlements; assisting tribal governments to protect, manage and develop water and related 
resources and supporting Indian self-governance and self-determination programs. 

Additionally, six of the eight authorized rural water projects (discussed below) benefit tribal nations. 

Rural Water Projects 

The 2011 Reclamation budget requests $62.0 million for on-going authorized rural water projects. The 
projects that benefit tribal nations include Mni Wiconi (South Dakota), the rural water component of the 
Pick Sloan-Missouri Basin Program - Garrison Diversion Unit (North Dakota), Fort Peck 
Reservation/Dry Prairie Rural Water System (Montana), Jicarilla Apache Rural Water System (New 
Mexico), and Rocky Boy’s/North Central Rural Water System (Montana). Other rural water projects 
include: Perkins County Rural Water System (South Dakota) and Lewis and Clark Rural Water System 
(South Dakota, Minnesota, Iowa). The first priority for funding rural water projects is the required O&M 
component, which is $15.5 million for FY 201 1. For the construction component. Reclamation allocated 
funding based on objective criteria that gave priority to projects nearest to completion and projects that 
serve on-reservation needs. 
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Rural Water Programs 
($ in thousands) 


Program 

Region 

2009 

Enacted 

2009 

ARRA 

2010 

Enacted 

2011 

President's 

Budget 

Eastern New Mexico Water Supply - 
Ute Reservoir 

UC 

$242 

$0 

$1,000 

$0 

Fort Peek Reservation / Dry Prairie Rural 
Water System 

GP 

10,000 

40,000 

8,000 

2,000 

Jicarilla Apache Rural Water System 

UC 

3,000 

- 

3,000 

500 

Lewis and Clark Rural Water System 

GP 

27,000 

56,500 

10,000 

2,000 

Mni Wiconi Project 

GP 

32,770 

20,000 

32,200 

27,480 

Rocky Boy.s/North Central MT Rural 
Water System 

GP 

7,000 

20,000 

9,000 

1,000 

Perkins County Rural Water District 

GP 

2,265 

4,500 

1,000 

1,000 

Pick-Sloan Missouri Basin Program - 
Garrison Diversion Unit (Rural Water 
component only) 

GP 

57,000 

59,000 

57,100 

28,020 

Rural Water Programs - Total 


$139,277 

$200,000 

$121,300 

$62,000 


Rural Water Program - Title I 

Title 1 of the Rural Water Supply Act of 2006 (P.L. 109-451), signed into law on December 22, 2006, 
authorized the Secretary of the Interior to create a rural water supply program (Rural Water Program) in 
the 1 7 Western States. Title I includes authority to plan the design and construction of rural water supply 
projects through appraisal investigation and feasibility studies, and to then submit those studies, as 
appropriate, to the Congress to recommend authorization for construction. As required in the Act, 
programmatic criteria, including eligibility criteria and criteria to prioritize projects, were published as an 
interim final rule in FY 2008 (43 CFR 404). Reclamation plans to begin implementation of the Rural 
Water Program in FY 2010 on a pilot basis, providing assistance to non-Federal entities to conduct 
appraisal investigations and feasibility studies, if funding allows. The $2.7 million requested for FY 201 1 
will be used to fully implement the program by providing assistance with appraisal and feasibility studies. 
Assistance will be provided on a competitive basis in accordance with the programmatic criteria currently 
under development, and a non-Federal cost-share will be required, as provided under the Act. The 
requirements and criteria for the new Rural Water Program will not be applied to ongoing rural water 
projects authorized prior to the pa.ssage of P.L. 109-451. 

Construction Status 


Construction of projects/features completed in FY 2009 

• Fish Barrier at Bonita Creek (Central Arizona Project) 

• Levee Bankline Stabilization, Agnes Wilson Bridge (Colorado River Front Work and Levee 
System) 

• Irvine Basin Desalter and Brine Line (Irvine Basin Project, Title XVI) 

• Orange County Regional Water Reclamation Project (Title XVI) 
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• Deer Creek Dam, Provo River Project (Dam Safety Program) 

• Deer Flat Dam, Boise Project (Dam Safety Program) 

• Folsom Dam - Joint Federal Project Phase Phase 1, Central Valley Project, American River 
Division (Dam Safety Program) 

• Folsom Dam - Dike 5, Central Valley Project, American River Division (Dam Safety Program) 

• Stony Gorge Dam, Orland Projeet (Dam Safety Program) 

• Animas-La Plata Project, Durango Pumping Plant 

• Upper Stillwater Dam Repairs substantially completed 

• Provo Area Office Building Seismic Strengthening Project, Phases 1 and II are completed. Final 
Phase will be completed in FY 2010 (Federal Building Seismic Safety Program) 

Construction of projects/features planned to be completed under the American Recovery and 
Reinvestment Act of 2009 (ARRA): 

• Gila River Indian Community - San Tan and West Side canal systems (Central Aiizona Project) 

• Boulder Canyon Operations Building (Lower Colorado River Operations Program) 

• Columbia Basin Project, Potholes Supplemental Feed Route 

• Columbia Basin Project, Weber Siphon Complex 

• Yakima River Basin Water Enhancement Project, Sunnyside Conduit 

• Yakima Project, Roza Roller Gate for Fish Passage 

• Animas-La Plata Project: ARRA funds will be used to purchase materials for key components 
of the construction of 22 miles (out of a project total of 29 miles) of the Navajo Nation 
Municipal Pipeline from Farmington to Shiprock. The early purchase of these materials will 
allow manufacturing and delivery ahead of construction to optimize the construction sequence. 

• Sacramento River Division, Red Bluff Diversion Dam, Phase 1 

• Trinity River Restoration Program 

• Delta Division Contra Costa Rock Slough 

• Yuma Desalting Plant and Area Office - Seismic Rehabilitation (Federal Building Seismic 
Safety Program) 

• Tusher Wash Diversion Dam Fish Screen 

Construction Program Planned in FY 2010: 

• A.R. Bowman Dam, Crooked River Project (Dam Safety Program) 

• Folsom Dam, Folsom Unit, Central Valley Project (Dam Safety Program) 

• Olendo Dam, Oregon Trail Division, Pick-Sloan Missouri Basin Program (Dam Safety 
Program) 

• Animas-La Plata Project, Continued construction of the Navajo Nation Municipal Pipeline 
O&M Facility, County Road 21 1 Relocation, Horizontal Directional Drilling, and filling of 
Lake Nighthorse 

• Tusher Wash Diversion Dam Fish Screen 

Construction of projects/features completed/or to be completed in FY 2010: 

• Fish Barriers at the Blue River and Hot Springs (Central Arizona Project) 

• Sweetwater Authority - Phase 2 (San Diego Area Water Reclamation Program, Title XVI) 

• La Puente Project (San Gabriel Project, Title XVI) 

• San Gabriel Valley Groundwater Remediation, Phase 4 (San Gabriel Restoration Fund) 

• A.V. Watkins Dam, Weber Basin Project (Dam Safety Program) 

• Scofield Dam, Scofield Project (Dam Safety Program) 

• Savage Rapids Dam Removal 
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• Animas-La Plata Project, construction of O&M Facility, and construction of County Road 21 1 
Relocation 

• Hogback Fish Weir 

• San Luis Valley Project, Closed Basin Division - ten to twelve salvage well re-drills will bring 
the total number of replacement wells to at least sixty-four. 

Construction Program Planned in FY 201 1 : 

• Sheehy Springs Fish Barrier (Central Arizona Project) 

• Folsom Dam, Folsom Unit, Central Valley Project (Dam Safety Program) 

• Glendo Dam, Oregon Trail Division, Pick-Sloan Missouri Basin Program (Dam Safety 
Program) 

• A.R. Bowman Dam, Crooked River Project (Dam Safety Program) 

Projects/features scheduled to be completed in FY 201 1 include: 

• Fish Barriers at Sheehy Springs and Verde River (Central Arizona Project) 

• Lower Colorado River Drop 2 Storage Reservoir (Colorado River Front Work and Levee 
System) 

• San Xavier Fann Extension Project - Phase 1 (Central Arizona Project) 

• Rio Hondo - Phase 2 (San Gabriel Basin Project) 

• Navajo Nation Municipal Pipeline 

• San Luis Valley Project, Closed Basin Division - ten salvage well re-drills will bring the total 
number of replacement wells to at least seventy-four. 

• Long Beach Recycled Water System Expansion (Long Beach Area Water Recycling Project) 

Projects/features scheduled to be completed in FY 2012 include: 

• San Xavier Fann Extension Project - Phase 2 (Central Arizona Project) 

• Alamitos Beach (Long Beach Area Water Recycling Project) 

• El Monte Operable Unit Eastside Project (San Gabriel Basin Project, Title XVI) 

• El Monte Operable Unit Westside Project (San Gabriel Basin Project, Title XVI) 

• A.R. Bowman Dam, Crooked River Project (Dam Safety Program) 

Site Security (Law Enforcement) 

The FY 201 1 budget proposal of S30.3 million for Site Security is to ensure the safety and security of the 
public. Reclamation’s employees and key facilities. This funding covers all aspects of Bureau-wide 
security efforts including physical security upgrades at high risk critical assets; law enforcement; risk and 
threat analysis; personnel security; information security; security risk assessments and security-related 
studies; and guards and patrols. 

Section 51 3 of the Consolidated Natural Resources Act of 2008 (P.L. 1 10-229) includes provisions for the 
treatment of Reclamation Site Security Costs. Under these provisions. Reclamation will collect 
approximately S20 million for security-related operation and maintenance costs that are reimbursable 
under Reclamation law. Approximately 60 percent of this amount is reimbursable through up-front 
revenues. Approximately 40 percent of this amount is appropriated and then reimbursed to projects 
through the normal O&M cost allocation process. 
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Funding Partnerships 

Reclamation continues efforts to reach agreements with non-'Federal and Federal partners to share in the 
cost of water resource management and development. Cost-sharing of 50 percent for construction and 
rehabilitation of recreation facilities at various Reclamation reservoirs will continue. 

Reclamation’s current planning program seeks 50 percent cost-sharing on most studies. This reflects 
Reclamation's emphasis on partnerships for water management initiatives wherein solutions are focused 
on more efficient management of water resources rather than facility development. 

The Bonneville Power Administration will continue to provide up-front financing of power operation and 
maintenance and for major replacements and additions for the power plants at the Boise, Columbia Basin, 
Hungry Horse, Minidoka, Rogue River, and Yakima projects (see the following table). 


Bonneville Power Administration 

($ in thousands) 


Project 

Power 

O&M 

FY 2010 

Small Capital 
Replacements & 
Additions FY 
2010 

Major 

Replacements 
& Additions 
FY 2010 

Power 

O&M 

FY 2011 

Small Capital 
Replacements 
& Additions FY 
2011 

Major 

Replacements & 
Additions FY 
2011 

Boise Area 

,■54,331 



$4,458 

$265 




iiiinm 

■■■iBrBrTP 

lllllllll^ 



Hungry Horse 



1,896 


325 

2,539 

Minidoka Area 

6,725 


162 

6,953 

100 

1,549 

Rogue River 

859 

75 

1,127 

1,125 

75 

2,580 

Yakima 

2,503 

75 

450 

2,026 


0 


1,000 

0 

0 

1,000 

0 





$41,661 





* Western Electricity Coordinating Council/Norlh American Electric Reliability Corporation 


A long-term funding agreement with the customers for the Parker-Davis Project was executed in 
FY 1 999. FY 20 1 1 costs of operation, maintenance and replacement for this project will be 1 00 percent 
up-front funded by the customers. The customers are providing input into the planning and funding of the 
project through meetings with Reclamation. Reclamation is working to get up-front funding from other 
customers to provide funds for specific facilities’ operation and maintenance expenses, A partnership for 
the Lower Colorado Region's Lower Colorado River Multi-Species Conservation Program was signed 
with partners in Arizona, California, and Nevada and the funding and management agreement was 
executed in April 2005, providing for a 50/50 non-Federal/Federal cost-share. 

In the Mid-Pacific Region, Reclamation partnered with the power customers and established an 
agreement to advance fund the power Operation and Maintenance (O&M) Program with the objective of 
properly maintaining the Central Valley Project (CVP) facilities through an adequate and reliable source 
of funding. To date, the CVP power O&M program is funded 100 percent by the customers, in addition 
to funding selected Replacements, Additions and Extraordinary (RAX) items. 
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In the Great Plains (GP) Region, Reclamation, Western Area Power Administration, and the U.S. Anny 
Corps of Engineers have entered into an agreement which enables the GP Region customers to voluntarily 
directly fund power RAX items. The FY 201 1 budget proposes approximately SIO million for up-front 
power maintenance and rehabilitation. 

Dam Safety and Federal Building Seismic Safety Programs 

The safety and reliability of Reclamation dams is one of the bureau’s highest priorities. The Dam Safety 
Program is critical to effectively manage risks to the downstream public, property, project, and natural 
resources. 

The request of $95.2 million for the Safety of Dams Evaluation and Modification Program provides for 
risk management activities throughout Reclamation’s inventoiy of 370 dams and dikes, which would 
likely cause loss of life if they were to fail. Folsom Dam is Reclamation’s highest priority dam safety risk 
and activities will be on-going in FY 2011. The request includes preconstruction and construction 
activities for up to 14 dam modifications planned for the out-years through the Dam Safety Program. 

Also, funding is included in the request for the Department of the Interior Dam Safety Program. 

Approximately 50 percent of Reclamation’s dams were built between 1 900 and 1 950, and approximately 
90 percent of the dams were built before current state-of-the-art foundation treatment and filter techniques 
were incorporated in embankment dams to better control seepage. Continued .safe perfonnance becomes 
a greater concern with aging dams and requires a greater emphasis on the risk management activities 
provided by the program. 

Funding of $1.1 million has been requested for FY 201 1 for the Federal Building Seismic Safety Program 
for continuation of rehabilitation of high-risk, seismically-dcficient buildings and risk identification 
activities in powerplants and pumping plants. 

Science and Technology Program 

The Science and Technology Program request of $1 1.5 million will fund research and development in 
high priority areas including climate change and management of invasive mussels in the West. The 
Reclamation-wide competitive is a merit-based applied Research and Development (R&D) program that 
is focused on innovative solutions for Reclamation water managers and stakeholders. The program has 
contributed many of the tools and capabilities in use today by Reclamation and Western water managers. 
The program emphasizes efficiency and effectiveness through collaborative R&D with stakeholders, other 
agencies and organizations with water and water-related R&D roles and capabilities. 

The program is focused on four mission-core R&D areas: I) Improving water delivery reliability; 2) 
Improving water and power infrastructure reliability and safety; 3) Improving water operations decision 
support; and 4) Advancing water supply and water efficiency solutions. 

In FY 2009, highest priority was placed on developing and testing technologies to protect water and 
power facilities from invasive mussels, and integrating climate change information into water resources 
management. 

Activities related to control of quagga and zebra mussels: 

held a workshop for water users, Federal, state and local agencies, and scientists, to describe 
the current spread of mussels, impacts occurring to water infrastructures, available methods 
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for control, and ongoing research. 

continued research on several methods of eontrol, including the use of: 

- a common bacteria byproduct to kill mussels inside dam plumbing systems. 

- UV light to prevent mussels from settling in pipes. 

- large filters to keep mussels out of plumbing. 

- Several kinds of coating technology to prevent mussel settlement or facilitate their 
removal from infrastructure. 

- with ARRA funds, began testing more than 100 Reclamation re.sei-v'oirs for the earliest 
presence of mussel larvae, and sharing findings with State aquatic nuisance species 
coordinators, to guide efforts on prevention of spread and mitigation planning. 

Research and development is carried out in accordance with the Administration’s Research and 
Development Criteria. 

Desalination and Water Purification Research Program fPWPRl 

This program conducts desalination research, development and demonstrations through grants and 
cooperative agreements with universities and research institutions (extramural research) on a cost-shared 
basis. 

The $3.7 million request includes $1,6 million for the continuation of the operation and maintenance of 
the Brackish Groundwater National Desalination Research Facility and $2.1 million for R&D to be 
conducted at the facility. 

Facility Maintenance: Replacements. Additions, and Extraordinary Maintenance Activities 

To address the needs of an aging infrastructure. Reclamation’s FY 201 1 proposed budget is $45.8 million 
in appropriations for various projects for Replacement, Additions, and Extraordinary Maintenance (RAX) 
activities across Reclamation. This request is central to mission objectives of operating and maintaining 
projects to ensure delivery of water and power benefits. Reclamation’s RAX request is part of its overall 
Asset Management Strategy that relics on condition assessments, condition/performance metrics, 
technological research and deployment, and strategic collaboration to continue to improve the 
management of its assets and deal with its aging infrastructure challenges. This table represents only the 
FY 201 1 request for appropriations. Additional RAX items are directly funded by revenues, customers, 
or other federal agencies (e.g., Bonneville Power Administration) 

Replacements, Additions and Extraordinary Maintenance Activities 
($ in thousands) 


Region 

FY 2009 
Enacted 

FY 2010 
Enacted 

rY2011 

President’s 

Budget 

Pacific Northwest 

$6,251 

$13,146 

$5,620 

Mid-Pacific 

23,312 

25,000 

24,589 

Lower Colorado 

0 

0 

0 

Upper Colorado 

374 

315 

4,818 

Great Plains 

9,800 

10,055 

10,815 

Total 

$39,737 

$48,516 

$45,842 
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Review of Projects with Multi-year Fundiii2 Requests above SIO Million 

Reclamation has a material oversight process to review multi-year construction project cost estimates. 
The objective of this review is to assure that cost estimates are appropriate and accurately conducted and 
described. Reclamation will remain vigilant in ensuring that cost estimates of construction projects stay 
within projections. 

Studv/Proiect Authorizations 


The full year Continuing Resolution for FY 2008, P.L 1 10-5 extended the Water Desalination Act of 
1996 through FY 2011. 

Recently authorized legislation includes, P.L. 1 10-229, the “Consolidated Natural Resources Act of 2008” 
dated May 8, 2008, authorized implementation of the Platte River Recovery Implementation Program for 
Endangered Species in the Central and Lower Platte River Basin. Program activities will include actual 
acquisition of lands and/or waters, as well as contracting for habitat restoration projects. 

P.L. 111-11, section 9501, Omnibus Public Land Management Act of 2009, provides additional authority 
for grants and cooperative agreements. 

California Bay Delta — Authorities authorized by P.L. 108-361 were extended until 2014, by Section 210 
of P.L. 1 1 1-85, Energy and Water Development and Related Agencies Appropriations Act, October 28, 
2009, which states: “Title 1 of P.L. 108-361 is amended by striking “2010” wherever it appears and 
inserting “2014” in lieu thereof.” 

Fort Peck Reservation Water System — Section 205 of P.L. 1 1 1 -85, Energy and Water Development and 
Related Agencies Appropriations Act, October 28, 2009 extended the authority of Section 9 of the Fort 
Peck Reservation Rural Water System Act of 2000 (Public Law 106-382; 1 14 Stat. 1457) by staling “by 
striking “over a period of 10 fiscal years” each place it appears in subsections (a)(1) and (b) and inserting 
“through fiscal year 20 15”.” 

Drought Emergency Assistance Program - Two provisions in P.L. 102-250, The Reclamation States 
Emergency Drought Relief Act of 1 99 1 (as amended) are scheduled to expire before FY 2011. These are 
Title I, the authorization for the drought program emergency response, and the authorization for 
appropriations under Title III. 

Appropriation Ceilings 

The following Central Valley Projects (CVP) would require legislation to increase appropriation ceilings 
before they could be completed as authorized: 

• Aubum-Folsom South Unit 

• San Felipe Division 

• West San Joaquin Division, San Luis Unit 

Current commitments will be held within the existing ceilings. 

Current policies require that individual ceiling components and project units be indexed, reviewed, and 
reported to Congress, as necessary. Appropriation ceilings without specific breakdowns to project units 
have been divided into major project units and reported accordingly. 
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Yakima River Basin Water Enhancement Project would also require an increase in appropriation ceiling. 
Lake Mead/Las Vegas Wash Program would require an increase in appropriation ceiling by FY 2012. 
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Bureau of Reclamation 

Summary of Request by Project 
($000) 




FY20i0 

FY201I 





President's 

Other Fed/ 

Total 

Projoct/'ProKram 

Region 

Slates 

Enacted 

Request 

Non-Fed 

Program 

Ak Chin Indian Water Rights Seiticmcnl Act Project 

LC 

AZ 

10,178 

10,960 


10,960 

Animas-La Plata Project, Colorado River Storage Participating Project 

UC 

CO 

49,608 

12,462 


12,462 

Arbuckle Project 

GP 

OK 

224 

230 

10 

240 

Arizona Water Settlements Act 

LC 

CA 

i,328 

0 


0 

Baimorhea Project 

UC 

TX 

55 

51 


51 

Boise Area Projects 

PN 

ID 

5,150 

5,546 

100 

5,646 

Cachuma Project 

MP 

CA 

L598 

1,401 


1,401 

Canadian River Project 

GP 

TX 

208 

165 

9 

174 

Carlsbad Project 

UC 

NM 

3,541 

4,780 


4,780 

Central Valley Projects: 






0 

American River Division, Folsom Dam IJnit/Mormon Island (SOD) 

MP 

CA 

9.175 

9.464 

4,504 

13,968 

Aubum-Foisom Sovith Unit 

MP 

CA 

1,578 

1,400 


1,400 

Delta Division 

MP 

CA 

19,419 

20,008 


20.008 

Fast Side Division 

MP 

CA 

4,230 

4,401 

1,591 

5,992 

Friant Division 

MP 

CA 

6,352 

5,075 


5,075 

Miscellaneous Project Programs 

MP 

CA 

11,201 

11,859 


11,859 

Replacements, Additions, and Extraordionary Maint. Program 

MP 

CA 

24,004 

21,656 


21,656 

Sacramento River Division 

MP 

CA 

15,795 

43.364 


43,.364 

San Felipe Division 

MP 

CA 

1.566 

1,179 


1,179 

San Joaquin Division 

MP 

CA 

5.300 

400 


400 

Shasta Division 

MP 

CA 

7,731 

10.491 

7,480 

17,971 

Trinity River Division 

MP 

CA 

9.993 

16,661 

3,798 

20,459 

Water and Power Operations 

MP 

CA 

8,899 

9,891 

3,738 

13,629 

West San Joaquin Division, San Luis Unit 

MP 

CA 

8.150 

15,400 


1 5,400 

Yield Feasibility Investigation 

MP 

CA 

427 

448 


448 

Central Valley Project Total 



133,820 

171,697 


171,697 

Chimayo Water Plan 

UC 

NM 

233 

0 


0 

Collbran Project 

UC 

CO 

3,728 

2,5)4 


2,514 

Colorado River Basin Project - Central Arizona Project 

LC 

AZ 

17,417 

9,416 

538 

9,954 

Colorado River Basin Salinity Control Project - Title 1 

LC 

AZ 

10,994 

10,536 


10,536 

Colorado River Basin Salinity Control Project, Title 11 - Basinwide Prog. 

UC 

CO 

6,612 

7,000 


7,000 

Colorado River Front Work and Levee System 

LC 

AZ 

2,229 

2,255 


2,255 

Colorado River Water Quality Improvement Program 

UC,LC 

Various 

221 

635 


635 

Colorado-Big Thompson Project 

GP 

CO 

13.246 

12,778 

145 

12,923 

Columbia and Snake River Salmon Recovery Project 

PN 

!D 

16.980 

18,000 


18,000 

CoUimbia Basin Project 

PN 

WA 

15,733 

11,075 


11,075 

Crooked River Project 

PN 

OR 

801 

944 

45 

989 

Colorado River Storage Project (CRSP). Section 5 

UC 

Various 

7,965 

8,902 


8,902 

Colorado River Storage Project (CRSP), Section 8 

UC 

Various 

2,571 

3,752 


3,752 

Dam Safety Program 






0 

Depanment of the Interior Dam Safety Program 

Burcauwide 

Various 

1,948 

1,900 


1,900 

Initiate Safety of Dams Corrective Action 

Bureauwide 

Various 

78,349 

74,274 


74,274 

Safety Evaluation of Existing Dams 

Burcauwide 

Various 

1 7.523 

19.000 


19.000 

Dam Safety Program Total 



97,820 

95,174 


95,174 

Deschutes Project 

PN 

OR 

692 

826 

100 

926 

Drought Emergency Assistance Program 

Bureauwide 

Various 

463 

380 


380 

Eastern Oregon Projects 

PN 

OR 

805 

852 

70 

922 

Emergency Planning and Disaster Response Program 

Bureauwide 

Various 

1,375 

1,157 


1,157 

Endangered Species Recovery Implementation Program 

Bureauwide 

Various 

18,036 

23,721 


23,721 

Environmental and Interagency Coordination Activities 

Burcauwide 

Various 

2,075 

1.883 


1,883 

Environmental Program Administration 

Bureau w'ide 

Various 

898 

1,140 


1,140 

Examination of Existing Structvires 

Bureauwide 

Various 

7,369 

9,037 


9,037 

Federal Building Seismic Safety Program 

Bureauwide 

Various 

1,344 

1,140 


1,140 

Fruitgrowers Dam Project 

UC 

CO 

247 

319 


319 

Fryingpan-Arkansas Project 

GP 

CO 

8,303 

8,824 

75 

8,899 

Fryingpan-Arkansas Project - Arkansas Valley Conduit 

GP 

CO 

5,000 

3.000 


3,000 

General Planning Activities 

Bureauwidt 

Various 

2,099 

2,347 


2,347 
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Bureau of Reclamation 

Summary of Request by Project 
(SOOO) 




FY20i0 

FY20II i 





Prcsidcnt'-s 

Other Fed/ 

Total 

Projcct/Prosjram 

Region 

States 

Enacted 

Request 

Non-Fed 

Program 

Grand Valiev Uint. CRBSCP, Title 11 

UC 

CO 

1,417 

1,540 


1,540 

Halfway Wash Project/Study 

LC 

NV 

119 

75 

75 

150 

Hungry Horse Project 

PN 

MT 

1,791 

702 


702 

Huntley Project 

GP 

Ml 

83 

115 

20 

135 

Hyrum Project 

UC 

UT 

188 

324 


324 

Investigations; 







Califomia Investigations Program 

MP 

CA 

474 

233 

510 

743 

Colorado Investigations Program 

UC 

CO 

285 

183 

183 

366 

Eastern New Mexico Investigations Program 

UC 

NM 

47 

23 

23 

46 

Idaho (nvesiigalions Program 

PN 

ID 

285 

390 

340 

730 

Kansas Investigations Program 

GP 

KS 

24 

5 

5 

10 

Lower Colorado River Investigations Program 

LC 

CO 

237 

137 

137 

274 

Montana Investigations Program 

GP 

MT 

133 

20 


20 

Navajo Nation Investigations Program 

UC 

NM 

190 

114 

114 

228 

Northern Arizona Investigations Program 

LC 

AZ 

332 

182 

117 

299 

Northern Utah Investigations Program 

UC 

UT 

700 

102 

102 

204 

Oklahoma Investigations Program 

GP 

OK 

142 

47 

47 

94 

Oregon Investigations Program 

PN 

OR 

400 

157 

107 

264 

San Juan River Basin Investigations Program 

UC 

NM 

142 

91 

91 

182 

Soutlt/Central Arizona Investigations Program 

LC 

AZ 

1,000 

608 

608 

1,216 

Southern Califomia Investigations Program 

LC 

CA 

493 

262 

262 

524 

Lake Arrowhead 

l.C 


1,000 

0 


0 

Southern Nevada/'Utah Investigations Program 

UC 

NV,UT 

24 

26 


26 

Southern New Mexico/West Texas Investigations Program 

UC 

NM 

142 

91 

91 

182 

Southern Utah Investigations Program 

UC 

UT 

213 

128 

128 

256 

Texas Investigations Program 

OP 

TX 

43 

47 

47 

94 

Upper Rio Grande Basin Investigations Program 

UC 

NM 

71 

35 

35 

70 

Washington Investigations Program 

PN 

WA 

142 

75 

25 

100 

Investigations Total 



6,519 

2,956 


2,956 

Jackson Gulch Rehabilitation Project 

UC 

CO 

1,750 

0 


0 

Kendrick Project 

GP 

WY 

3,127 

4,310 


4,310 

Klamath Project 

MP 

OR 

23,767 

22,500 

135 

22,635 

Klamath Dam Removal Study 

MP 

OR 

1,897 

5,000 


5,000 

Lahontan Basin Project (Humbolt, Newlands, and Washoe Projects) 

MP 

NV 

6,931 

6,723 

180 

6,903 

Lake Mead/Las Vegas Wash Program 

LC 

NV 

2,300 

700 


700 

Lake Tahoe Regional Wetlands Development 

MP 

CA 

2,500 

94 


94 

Land Resources Management Program 

Bureauwide 

Various 

8,236 

10,665 


10,665 

Loadville/Arkansas River Recovery Project 

GP 

CO 

2,847 

6,659 


6,659 

Lew’iston Orchards Project 

PN 

ID 

1.200 

826 

25 

851 

Lower Colorado River Operations Program 

LC 

Various 

20,664 

25,300 


25,300 

Lower Rio Grande Watej- Coaservation Project 

GP 

TX 

2,000 

50 

3,500 

3,550 

Lower Yellowstone Project 

GP 

ND 

519 

49 


49 

Mancos Project 

UC 

CO 

170 

276 


276 

McGee Creek Project 

GP 

OK 

638 

680 

25 

705 

Mid-Dakota Rural Water Project 

GP 

SD 

14 

15 


15 

Middle Rio Grande Project 

UC 

NM 

22,684 

25,095 

1,395 

26,490 

Milk River Project 

GP 

MT 

1,725 

2,783 


2,783 

Milk River/St. Mary Diversion Rehab Project 

GP 

MT 

3,500 

0 


0 

Minidoka Area Projects 

PN 

ID 

6,851 

5.211 

106 

5,317 

Mirage Flats Project 

GP 

NF. 

130 

144 


144 

Miscellaneous Flood Control Operations 

Bureauwidc 

Various 

746 

803 


803 

Mokelumne River Regional Water Storage & Conjunctive 

MP 

CA 

233 

0 


0 

Moon Lake Project 

UC 

UT 

77 

51 


51 

Mountain Park Project 

GP 

OK 

504 

479 

31 

510 

Native American Affairs Program 

Burcauwide 

Various 

6.089 

7,465 


7,465 

Sid Yates Scholarship (included in Native American Affairs Prograrn) 

Bureauwide 


[210] 

0 


0 

Navajo Gallup Water Supply 

UC 

NM,TX 

3,000 

10,000 


10,000 

Negotiation and .Administration of Watw Marketing 

Bureauwidc 

Various 

1,483 

1,924 


1,924 
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Bureau of Reclamation 

Summary of Request by Project 
($000) 

Projecl/Proeram 

Region 

States 

FY20I0 

FY2()l 1 

Enacted 

President's 

Rcque.st 

Other Fed/ 
Non-Fed 

Total 

Pn^gram 

Newton Project 

UC 

UT 

94 

95 


95 

Nonnan Project 

GP 

OK. 

458 

476 

69 

545 

Nortli PJattc Project 

GP 

WY 

1,549 

1,835 

104 

1,939 

Nueces River Project 

GP 

TX 

711 

563 

37 

600 

Odessa Subarea Special Study 

PN 

WA 

2,846 

0 

600 

600 

Ogden River Project 

UC 

UT 

372 

446 


446 

Operation and Program Management 

Bureau wide 

Various 

1,573 

1,980 


1,980 

Orland Project 

MP 

CA 

675 

767 


767 

Paradox Valley Unit, CRBSCP, Title 11 

UC 

CO 

2,251 

2,943 


2,943 

Pecos River Basin Water Salvage Project 

UC 

NM 

201 

485 


485 

Pine River Project 

UC 

CO 

330 

563 


563 

Powder Program Services 

Burcauwide 

V'arious 

982 

1,576 


1,576 

Pmvo River Project 

UC 

UT 

1,366 

1,596 

870 

2,466 

Pick-Stoan Missouri Basin Program (excludes Garrison Rural Water) 

GP 

ND 

50,813 

48,888 


48,888 

Public Access and Safety Program 

Bureauwidc 

Various 

716 

771 


771 

Rapid Valley Project 

GP 

SD 

76 

84 


84 

Reclamation Law Administration 

Bureauwide 

Various 

2,086 

2,265 


2.265 

Recreatioji and Fish and Wildlife Program Administration 

Bureauwidc 

Various 

1,542 

2,137 


2,137 

Research and Development: 







Desalination and Water Purification Prog. 

Burcauwide 

Various 

3,560 

3,666 


3,666 

Science and Technology Program 

Bureauwidc 

Various 

9.195 

11.488 


11.488 

Research and Development Total 



12,755 

15,154 


15,154 

Rio Grande Project 

UC 

NM 

4,791 

6,363 


6,363 

Riverside-Corona Feeder 

LC 

CA 

1,000 

0 


0 

Rogue River Basin Project, Talent Division 

PN 

OR 

1,083 

1,576 

330 

1,906 

Rural Water Program, Title 1 

Burcauwide 

Various 

2,231 

2,677 


2,677 

Rural Water Programs; 







Eastern New Mexico Water Supply Ute Reservoir 

UC 


1,000 

0 


0 

Fort Peck Reserv'ation / Dry Prairie Rural Water Sy.stem 

OP 

MT 

8,000 

2,000 


2,000 

Jicarilla Apache Rural Water System 

UC 

NM 

3,000 

500 


500 

Lewis and Clark Rural Water System 

GP 

Various 

10,000 

2,000 


2,000 

Mni Wiconi Project 

OP 

SD 

32,200 

•27,480 


27,480 

Rocky Boys/North Central MT Rural Water System 

GP 

MT 

9,000 

1,000 


1,000 

Perkins County Rural Water District 

GP 

SD 

1,000 

1,000 


1,000 

Pick-Sloan Missouri Basin Program - Gamson Diversion Unit (Rural Water 

GP 

ND 

57.100 

28.020 


28.020 

Rural Water Programs Total 



121,300 

62,000 


62,000 

Salt River Project 

LC 

AZ 

618 

800 

189 

989 

Salton Sea Research Project 

LC 

CA 

379 

400 


400 

San Angelo Project 

GP 

TX 

418 

418 

43 

461 

San Carlos Apache Tribe Water Settlement Act Project 

LC 

AZ 

308 

325 


325 

San Diego Four Reservoir Imertie 

LC 


120 

0 


0 

San Gabriel Basin Restoration 

LC 

CA 

3,500 

0 


0 

San Juan Basin Wood Invasive Initiative 

UC 

CO 

0 

0 


0 

San Luis Valley Project 

UC 

CO 

5,200 

5,062 


5,062 

Savage Rapids Dam Removal 

PN 

OR 

1,100 

0 


0 

Scofield Project 

UC 

UT 

178 

423 


423 

Sho.shone Project 

OP 

WY 

1,109 

1,198 


1,198 

Sierra Vista Subwatershed Feasibility Study 

LC 


289 

0 


0 

Site Securitv Activities 

Bureauwide 

Various 

27,727 

30,268 


30,268 

Soboba 

LC 

CA 

6,000 

4,000 


4,000 

Solano Project 

MP 

CA 

3.927 

3.835 


3,835 

Southern Arizona Water Rights Settlement Act Project 

LC 

AZ 

1,616 

0 


0 

Strawberry Valley Project 

UC 

UT 

255 

311 


311 

Sun River Project 

GP 

MT 

362 

324 


324 
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Bureau of Reclamattoit 

Summary of Request by Project 
($000) 




FY2010 

FY2011 1 





President's 

Other Fed/ 

Total 

Project/Projiram 

Region 

Slates 

Enacted 

Request 

Non-Fed 

Program 

Title XVI Water Reclamation and Reuse Projects: 







Albuquerque Metro Area Reuse 

UC 

NM 

250 

0 


0 

Bay Area Regional Water Recycling Project 

MP 

CA 

1,215 

0 


0 

Callcguas Municipal Water District Recycling Project 

LC 

CA 

0 

1,400 

14,634 

16,034 

City of Corona Water Recycling and Reuse Project 

LC 

CA 

500 

0 


0 

Commissioner's Office - Title XVI Program 

Burcauvvide 

Various 

2,500 

20,189 


20,189 

Hi-Desert Wastewater Collection and Reuse 

LC 

CA 

1,000 

0 


0 

Irvine Basin Ground and Surface Water Improvement 

LC 

CA 

487 

0 


0 

Long Beach Area Water Reclamation Project 

LC 

CA 

634 

1,000 

11,095 

12,095 

Long Beach Desalination Project 

I.C 

CA 

670 

1,000 

6,595 

7,595 

North Bay Water Reuse Project 

MP 

CA 

200 

0 


0 

North Las Vegas Water Reuse 

LC 

NV 

2,000 

0 


0 

Phoenix Metropolitan Water Reclamation and Reuse Project 

LC 

AZ 

0 

200 

200 

400 

San Bentadino MWD 

I.C 


1,000 

0 


0 

San Diego Area Water Reclamation Program 

LC 

CA 

2,000 

4.969 

19,177 

24,146 

San Gabiiel Basin Project 

LC 

CA 

89 

0 


0 

San Jose Area Water Reclamation and Reuse Program 

MP 

CA 

200 

242 


242 

Upper Mojave River Well Field 

LC 

CA 

100 

0 


0 

Watsonville Area Water Recycling Project 

MP 

CA 

750 

0 


0 

Title XVI Projects Total 



13,595 

29,000 


29.000 

Tualatin Project 

PN 

OR 

325 

553 

122 

675 

Tualatin Valley Water Supply Feasibility Study 

PN 

OR 

236 

0 


0 

Tucumcari Project 

UC 

NM 

39 

41 


41 

Umatilla Project 

PN 

OR 

4,128 

4,137 

75 

4.212 

Uncompahgre Project 

UC 

CO 

351 

397 


397 

United Stales/Mexico Border Issues - Technical Support 

UC 

Various 

91 

90 


90 

Upper Colorado River Operations Program 

UC 

CO 

237 

252 


252 

Ventura River Project 

MP 

CA 

564 

212 


212 

W.C. Austin Project 

GP 

OK 

439 

499 

26 

525 

Washington Area Projects 

PN 

WA 

197 

459 


459 

Washita Basin Project 

CP 

OK 

1,013 

1,432 

112 

1,544 

Water Conservation Field Services Program 

Bureauwide 

Various 

6,176 

7,854 


7,854 

Weber Basin Project 

UC 

UT 

2,492 

1,670 


1,670 

Weber River Project 

UC 

UT 

152 

205 


205 

WaterSMART Program 







WaterSMART Grants (Challenge Grant in 201 0) 

Bureauwidc 

Various 

18.000 

27,000 


27,000 

Title XVI W'ater Reclamation/Reuse Projects (see above) 

Bureauvvidc 

Various 

13,595 

29,000 


29,000 

Basin Studies 

Bureauwidc 

Various 

3.000 

6.0Q0 


6.000 

WaterSMART Program Tola 



34.595 

62.000 


62,000 

Water for Irrigation, Streams and Economy Feasibility Study 

PN 

OR 

100 

0 


0 

White Mountain Apache 

LC 


3,209 

0 


0 

Wichita Project 

GP 

KS 

389 

414 

78 

492 

Wichita Project (Equus Beds Division) 

GP 

KS 

1,500 

50 

48,450 

48,500 

Yakima Project 

PN 

WA 

8,145 

8,485 

150 

8,635 

Yakima River Basin Water Enhancement Project 

PN 

WA 

9,700 

12,395 


12,395 

Yuma Area Projects 

LC 

AZ 

23,508 

21,420 


21,420 

Yuma East Westlands 

LC 

AZ 

2.OQ0 

0 


0 

Total Water and Related Resources 



951.158 

913,582 

149.321 

1.062.903 
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PACIFIC NORTHWEST REGION 
FY201I OVERVIEW 


FY 2010 

Enacted 

FY 2011 REQUEST FOR WATER AND RELATED RESOURCES 

Water & 
Energy 

Land 

Management 

Fish & 
Wildlife 

Facility 

Operations 

Facility 

Maintenance 

Total 

Program 

$78,928,000 

$17,108,000 

$8,009,000 

$23,652,000 

$17,869,000 

$5,841,000 

$72,479,000 


The Bureau of Reclamation Fiscal Year (FY) 201 1 Request for the Pacific Nortiiwest Region (Region) for 
Water and Related Resources totals $72.5 million. The request reflects the high priority and emphasis 
placed on project operations and maintenance and critical rehabilitation and extraordinary maintenance 
needs while also meeting Endangered Species Act (ESA) requirements affecting Reclamation projects. 

The Region, which includes the entire Columbia River Basin watershed, currently has 35 authorized 
projects supplying irrigation from 54 reservoirs with a total active capacitj' of 1 8 million acre-feet. It 
serves a population of 1 1 million in areas rapidly becoming urbanized near major cities. As the municipal, 
industrial, and irrigation demand for water increases, so does the demand for water to support Tribal and 
Endangered Species Act (ESA) needs. The Region’s projects irrigate 2.9 million acres of land with an 
annual crop yield of approximately $2.3 billion. Reseivoir operations have prevented nearly $2.96 billion 
in damages from floods from 1955 to 2008. The Region has 10 powerplants including the Grand Coulee 
power complex, which is among the largest in North America, producing nearly a fourth of the Federal 
Columbia River Power System’s (FCRPS) total generation. The Region’s powerplants produce an average 
annual 22.9 billion kilowatt-hours of electricity. 

The Region’s budget is focused on and driven by Reclamation’s core mission of delivering water and 
power; however, ESA issues are significant and are playing an increasingly visible, costly, and important 
role in defining the Region’s program. Current Biological Opinions (BiOps) on the FCRPS require 
significant resources and are anticipated to continue for decades. Nine other BiOps on project operations 
are pending and imminent and may recommend changes in operations while others may require structural 
solutions or other measures to offset the effects of project operations. Activities necessary to defend and 
negotiate multiple litigation actions associated with ESA issues and biological opinions are also consuming 
significant staff and budgetary resources. 

The Region is also concerned with 
its aging facilities and the 
resources which are needed to 
maintain the facilities to assure 
system reliability and delivery of 
benefits. While the Region’s power facilities have benefited tremendously from the direct funding of 
operations and maintenance by the Bonneville Power Administration (BPA), operating and maintaining 
irrigation facilities will demand an increasing share of budget resources. 

The Water and Energy Management and Development request totals $1 7. 1 million which is a $1 .5 
million decrease from FY 20 1 0. The overall decrease is due to the completion of the Savage Rapids Dam 
Removal Project and a significant decrease in funding for the Odessa Subarea Special Study. 

The request for the Yakima River Basin Water Enhancement Project (YRBWEP) totals $ 1 2.4 million. 
YRB WEP is the tool that will help water managers best use the limited supply of water in the Yakima 

Pacific NorrhwesI Region - 5 
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and the power marketing agencies to seek concurrence on the 
OM&R work they fund to ensure customers feel confident that their 
funding is being used for priority work on Reclamation facilities. 
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Pacific Nonhwest Region FY 2011 Ovei-v iew 


River Basin for irrigation and for instream flows for fish. Sunnyside Valley Irrigation District will be in 
the middle of implementing their Phase II diversion reduction project of piping 66 laterals; Benton 
Irrigation District will be nearing completion of their conversion from gravity flow to pressurized pipe 
system; and Roza, Kennewick and Naches-Selah Irrigation Districts will be at various stages of their 
feasibility studies for plans to firm up the districts’ water supply in water short years, while providing 
specific instream flovv increases for fish. Implementation of the Yakama Nation's on-reservation Wapato 
Irrigation Status Project, the Demonstration Project and the Toppenish Creek Corridor projects will 
continue. Acquisition of lands and water to restore fish and wildlife habitat and make the Yakitna Basin a 
more productive river basin are also an important part of the YRBWEP. 

Other funded activities include; $2.5 million to continue water conservation field services program 
activities that benefit Reclamation projects or districts receiving Reclamation water throughout the Region 
and $642,000 for planning activities. Planning activities include four state investigation programs. 

The Land Management and Development request totals $8.0 million. Funding is included for general 
land management activities such as resolving trespass issues; public safety issues; boundaiy determination, 
and fencing to protect degradation of resources that are necessary activities for Reclamation managed 
lands. Other activities include funding for continued development and use of a geographic information 
system and costs associated with the National Spatial Data Infrastructure. The funding increase of $ 1 . 1 
million over FY 2010 is a.ssoeiated with 
accessibility upgrades and basic land 
management activities on Reclamation 
managed lands. 


The Fish and Wildlife Management and Development request totals $23.7 million of which $1 8.0 
million is for the Columbia/Snake River Salmon FCRPS program. The remaining $5.7 million is for 
project specific ESA consultations and implementation of required actions and activities to plan, 
investigate and implement actions for the protection of fish and wildlife as well as funding for project 
involvement to respond to requests from natural resource agencies for operational data relevant to fish and 
wildlife issues on various projects. This represents a $598,000 decrease from FY 201 0 and is due 
primarily to a reduction in implementation measures. 

The Columbia/Snake River Salmon FCRPS program request of $18.0 million is for the implementation of 
required BiOp actions. Actions include: extensive hydro actions, plus tributary habitat and hatcliery 
initiatives as “off-sets’’ for the impacts of FCRPS operations. The tributaiy habitat actions include design 
and teclinical assistance for habitat improvements in various subbasins. There is also significantly 
increased research, monitoring, and evaluation activities included in the BiOp as well as water acquisition 
for improved instream flows. This program supports annual leasing and tlie potential permanent 
acquisition of water througli state and tribal water banks from willing sellers and lessors and supports 
acquisition of water for flows in certain priority subbasins where Reclamation has initiated programs to 
address flow, passage, and screening problems. 

The Facility Operations request totals $17.9 million and is an increase of $1.9 million over FY 2010 
which will allow for necessary inflationai 7 increases as well as ensure the continued delivery of water for 
irrigation, municipal, and industrial use and flood control, fish and wildlife, and recreation benefits. Tliese 
activities are commensurate witli authorized purpo.ses, legal compliance, and contractual obligations. 


Accessibility upgrades contribute towards the region 's 
performance target of having 1 00 percent of the priority 
recreation facilities accessible. 
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Pacific Northwest Region FY 20 J / Overview 


Facilities are operated and maintained to minimize costs and service disruptions and fife 
extension strategies are employed to extend facility life and help mitigate increases in 
costs and service interruptions. 


The Facility Maintenance and Rehabilitation activity request totals $5.8 million. This is a $7.4 million 
decrease from FY 2010 and provides funding to address the regioiTs replacements, additions, and 
extraordinary maintenance of multi-purpose project facilities. The decrease represents reduced funding for 
major replacements, additions, and extraordinary maintenance activities due to completion. 

Some of the major maintenance activities in the FY 2011 request include $1.3 million to complete the 
stabilization of cultural resource sites at Lake Roosevelt; $758,000 to continue the bypass outfall system 
for the Chandler Fish Screen Bypass; $650,000 to continue construction of Burbank Pumping Plant Fish 
Screens 2 and 3; $690,000 for accessibility upgrades on various projects; and $520,000 to continue the 
replacement of the Supervisoiy Control and Data Acquisition System (SCADA) system at Grand Coulee 
Dam. 

Direct Funding of Power Operations and Maintenance - Under a 1996 intemgency agreement, the 
Bonneville Power Administration (BPA) provides for direct funding of power operations at ail 
hydroelectric power facilities in the Region. This agreement allows for day-to-day power operations and 
maintenance and includes long tenn planning and evaluation of proposed maintenance activities as well as 
various performance measures and targets for Reclamation to meet. The Region has signed an extension 
with BPA for the third 5-year funding agreement under the interagency agreement for the 2007-201 1 
period and expects to continue its successful partnership with BPA. In FY 2009 Reclamation Initiated the 
development of the fourth 5-year funding agreement. This extension is expected to be signed In the 
summer of 201 0. 

BPA provides over $80.0 million annually in 
improvements and replacements. Through 
FY 2009 Reclamation has expended 
$71 3.0 million to successfully operate and 
maintain the power system. In addition, 
under a separate MOA, approximately 88 
separate subagreements witli BPA have been executed which have provided funding for major capital 
infrastructure improvements at the power facilities. Through FY 2009 Reclamation has expended $23 1 .0 
million for capital improvement activities. One of the major subagreements BPA will continue funding is 
the turbine runner replacement program on Generators 1 - 18 at Grand Coulee Dam, Columbia Basin 
Project The total estimated cost for this work is $100.0 million over a 16-year period which will result in 
a three to four percent efficiency improvement in power generation. Other examples include: 

• Replacement of the SCADA at Grand Coulee and Hungiy Horse, funded at $27.0 million over 
seven years; 

• Replacement of the K I Oa Transformer Bank at Grand Coulee, funded at $9.4 million over four 
years; 

• Replacement of the transformers in the Third Powerplant at Grand Coulee, funded at $45.3 million 
over five years; 

• Replacement of the exciters in the Third Powerplant at Grand Coulee, funded at $20.6 million 
over seven years; 

• Replacement of the G1-G4 Unit Circuit Breakeraat Hungry Horse, funded at $4.3 million over 

Pacific Northwest Region - 7 
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Extraordinaiy maintenance at Grand Coulee includes replacing the left 
and right powerplant turbine runners with (he latest technology’ 
(estimated to increase efficiency by an average of 3 percent per unit). 
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Pacific Northwest Region FY 201 1 Overview 


four years; 

» Replacement of the turbine runners at Palisades, funded at $21 ,6 million over 7 years; 
o Capital iinpiovenients to the Third Powerplant to support the overhaul including: replacement of 
tile excitation system, replacement of the 236 MVA transformers for units 1 9 and 20, replacement 
of the governors, rehabilitation of the cranes, construction of a materials storage building, 
modification of the fixed-wheel gate chamber, and rehabilitation of the elevators. The total cost of 
these improvements has yet to be determined, but will need to be completed by FY 20 1 3 to 
support the overhaul. 

Planned Accomplishments in FY 2011 include the deliveiy' of 8.8 million acre-feet of water from 
Reclamation owned and operated facilities to fulfill its contractual obligations while addressing other 
resource needs. 

Water infrastructure operation and maintenance activities are expected to keep at least 93 percent of the 
Region’s 1 06 high and significant hazard dams and associated facilities in fair to good condition as 
measured by the Facility Reliability Rating. The Replacement, Additions and Extraordinary Maintenance 
(RAX) program continues to be a high priority for the region. The FY 201 1 request includes $5.8 million 
towards addressing the needs of its aging infrastructure to assure system reliability and the delivery of 
water to our customers. Significant maintenance activities include annual facility reliability reviews; $1.3 
million to complete the stabilization of cultural resource sites at Lake Roosevelt; $520,000 to continue the 
replacement of the SCADA system at Grand Coulee Dam; $758,000 to continue the bypass outfall system 
for the Chandler Fish Screen Bypass; and $444,000 to continue the Pinto Dam Main Canal Outlet Works. 

Power operation and maintenance activities are expected to keep nine of the Region’s 1 0 powerplants in 
fair to good condition as measured by the Facility Reliability Rating. Significant maintenance activities 
include the completion of the turbine runner replacements, the replacement of the Kl OA transformer, 
SCADA replacement at Grand Coulee (funded with both appropriated and power dollars), and continued 
planning for the third powerplant unit overhaul. 

The Region also expects to continue to maintain 100 percent of its recreation sites fully accessible to the 
disabled. Approximately $690,000 has been targeted for recreation accessibility upgrades and recreation 
management activities. 

Planned Accomplishments in FY 2010 include the delivery of 8.8 million acre-feet of water from 
Reclaination owned and operated facilities to fulfill its contractual obligations while addressing other 
resource needs. 

Water infrastructure operation and maintenance activities are expected to keep at least 93 percent of the 
Region’s 106 high and significant hazard dams and associated facilities in fair to good condition as 
measured by the Facility Reliability Rating. The Replacement, Additions and Extraordinary Maintenance 
(RAX) program continues to be a high priority for the region. Funding in FY 2010 includes $13.1 million 
towards addressing the needs of its aging infrastructure to assure system reliability and the delivery of 
water to our customers. Significant maintenance activities include annual facility reliability reviews; $1.5 
million to continue painting the gantry crane at Hungry Hoise Dam; $4.0 million for replacement of the 
Leavenworth water intake stnicture; $1.4 million for construction of the Burbank fish screens; $2.4 million 
for completion of various activities (e.g., completion of NEPA/ESA, final design, and contract award) 
associated with the rehabilitation of the Minidoka Spillway; and $850,000 for the roof replacement of the 
warehouse A&B at Grand Coulee. 
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Pacific Northwest Reg ion FY 2011 Overvi ew 

Power operation and maintenance activities are expected to keep nine of the Region’s ! 0 powerpiants in 
fair to good condition as measured by the Facility Reliability Rating. Significant maintenance activities 
include the ongoing turbine runner replacements, the replacement of the KlOA transformer, SCADA 
replacement at Grand Coulee, and continued planning for the third powerplant unit overhaul. 

The Region also expects to make 100 percent of its recreation sites fully accessible to the disabled which is 
a 10 percent increase over FY 2009 levels. Approximately $318,000 has been targeted for recreation 
accessibility upgrades and recreation management activities. 

Removal of Savage Rapids Dam will be complete. 

Accomplishments in FY 2009 included the delivery of 9.4 million acre-feet of water from Reclamation 
owned and operated facilities to fulfill its contractual obligations w'hile addressing other resource needs. 

Water infrastructure operation and maintenance activities ensured that 97 percent of the Region’s 1 06 high 
and significant hazard dams and associated facilities were in fair to good condition as measured by the 
Facility Reliability Rating. The Replacement, Additions and Extraordinary Maintenance (RAX) program 
continued to be a high priority for the region in addressing the needs of its aging infrastructure to assure 
system reliability and the delivery of water to our customers. Significant maintenance activities included 
annual facility reliability reviews; $1.8 million for the continuation of furnishing and installing the stator 
winding and core for pump unit #3 at Grand Coulee Dam; and $2.7 million for various activities (e.g., 

NEP A/ESA and design) associated with the rehabilitation of the Minidoka Spillway. 

Power operation and maintenance activities ensured that 1 00 percent of the Region’s 1 0 powerpiants were 
in fair to good condition as measured by the Facility Reliability Rating. Significant maintenance activities 
included the ongoing turbine runner replacements, the replacement of the KlOA transformer, SCADA 
replacement at Grand Coulee, and continued planning for the third powerplant unit overhaul. 

Ninety percent of the Region’s recreation sites were fully accessible to the disabled which is a 1 0 percent 
increase over FY 2008 levels. Approximately $500,000 was used for recreation accessibility upgrades and 
recreation management activities. 

The pumping facilities at Savage Rapids went on-line in May 2009. This did provide water deliveries to 
the Grants Pass Irrigation District. Removal of a major portion of the Savage Rapids Dam began in April 
2009 and was completed in October 2009. 

Accomplishments for the American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009 

FY 2009 accomplishments included activities associated with: the construction of the Weber Siphon 
Complex, that will eliminate a water delivery bottleneck at the East Low Canal and Interstate 90 near 
Moses Lake, Washington, the siphons will assist in alleviating declining ground water tables and will 
reduce well-pump energy costs to farmers and ranchers in the Columbia basin; the Leavenworth National 
Fish Flatchery Complex in north central Washington State to address critical repairs of the water intake 
system and hatchery operations that will benefit spring Chinook salmon, steelhead, and Coho salmon; 
converting open irrigation ditches to closed pipe conserving and stretching water supplies near Yakima, 
Washington, saving approximately 6,253 acre feet of water; and completing the construction phase of the 
Potholes Supplemental Feed Route which will ensure water supply for the south end of the Columbia 
Basin Project. 


Pacific Northwest Region - 9 


54862A 


02 / 22/2010 



1849 


Pacific Northwest Region FY 2011 Overview 


WATER AND RELATED RESOURCES REQUEST BY MISSION AREAS 


TOTAL WATER AND RELATED RESOURES REQUEST BY MISSION AREAS 

Fiscal 

Year 

Resource Use 
- Water 

Resource Use 
- Power 

Resource 

Protection 

Recreation 

Total 

FY 2010 

Projects 

$76,399,000 

$0 

$280,000 

$2,249,000 

$78,928,000 

FY20I0 

Bureaiiwides* 

$4,628,000 

$0 

$160,000 

$0 

$4,788,000 

FY 20 1 1 

Projects 

$69,024,000 

$0 

$324,000 

$3,131,000 

$72,479,000 

FY2011 

Bureauwides* 

$5,062,000 

$0 

$166,000 

$0 

$5,228,000 


^Regional performance measures reflect targels/accomplishmenis funded through individual projects and 
bureauvvide programs. Therefore, this table provides a breakdown of the request by projects and 
bureauwide programs specific to each region. 


Resource Use - Water (Deliver Water Consistent with Applicable Stale and Federal Law) - Funding 
of $74.0 million is requested for this mission area. This is a $6.9 million decrease from FY 2010. Of the 
$74.0 million, $67.3 million is for operating and maintaining a safe and reliable water infrastructure which 
includes operation and maintenance of dams/water storage facilities; operation and maintenance of water 
conveyance facilities; maintaining roads, bridges, buildings, and other structnres/non-buiidings; managing 
project lands, reducing dam safety risks; implementing environmental recommendations; and assessing 
resource use impacts, The remaining $6.7 million is for effective water management to optimize supply. 

Resource Use - Energy (Manage or Influence Resource Use to Enhance Public Benefit Responsible 
Development and Economic Value-Hytiropower Power Goals) - No funding is requested for this 
mission area. The Pacific 
Northwest Region receives direct 
funding of power operations and 
maintenance fl'om the Bonneville 
Power Administration (BPA) 
under a 1996 interagency 
agreement for all hydroelectric 
power facilities in the Region. This agreement allows for day-to-day power operations and maintenance 
and includes various perfonnance measures and targets for Reclamation to meet. The Region has signed 
an extension with BPA for the third 5-year funding agreement under the interagency agreement for the 
2007-201 1 year period and expects to continue its successful partnership with BPA. In FY 2009 initiated 
the development of the fourth 5-year funding agreement. This extension is expected to be signed in the 
summer of 20 10. 

Resource Protection - Sustain Biological Communities (Invasive Species) and Protect Cultural and 
Natural Heritage Resources - Funding of $490,000 is requested for this mission area. $359,000 is for 
activities associated with invasive species and $131,000 is for cultural resources activities. 


The Region conduds power benchmarking studies on its powerplants 
and makes adjiislmenls as needed to ensure that power operations are 
cost effective and efficient when compared with other Federal and 
private facilities. Information produced through benchmarking is 
analysed and used to improve operations. 
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Pacific hiortinvesi Region FY 201 ] O verview 

Recreation - (Improve the Quality and Diversity of Recreation Experiences (Accessibility)) - Funding 
of $3.0 million is requested for this mission area which includes funding for recreation accessibility and 
recreatioji management activities. This is a $882,000 increase from FY 2010 and is associated with 
recreation management activities. 
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Boise Area Projects 

LOCATION: Southwestern Idaho, includes Elmore, Ada, Boise, Canyon, Gem and Payette Counties 
within the state of Idaho, and Malheur County within the state of Oregon. 

DESCRIPTION/JUSTIFICATION: The Boise Area Projects consist of the Arrowrock and Payette 
Divisions and provides irrigation water for about 377,000 acres. The project consists of four storage 
dams and reservoirs (Anderson Ranch, Anowrock, Deadwood, and Cascade), two diversion dams (Boise 
River and Black Canyon), and three powerplants (Black Canyon, Boise River Diversion, and Anderson 
Ranch) with a combined generating capacity of 5 1 ,500 kilowatts and average generation of about 2 1 0 
million kilowatt-hours. Canals, water distribution systems, and other storage facilities are operated and 
maintained by the irrigation districts. In addition, funding is provided by the Bonneville Power 
Administration (BPA) for all power operation and maintenance e.xpenses, including replacements, 
additions, and extraordinaiy maintenance items. 

AUTHORIZATION: Reclamation Act of 1902, June 17, 1902 (Anderson Ranch, Arrowrock, Boise 
River Diversion, and Black Canyon); P.L. 61-289, Advances to the Reclamation Fund, June 25, 1910 
(Deadwood, and Cascade); P.L. 76-260, Reclamation Project Act of 1939, August 4, 1939; P.L. 85-624, 
Fish and Wildlife Coordination Act of 1958, August 12, 1958; P.L. 87-589, August 16, 1962 (Mann 
Creek Project); Federal Water Project Recreation Act of 1965, July 9,1965, as amended by Reclamation 
Recreation Management Act of 1992, Title XXVIII of P.L. 102-575; P.L. 93-205, Endangered Species 
Act of 1973, December 28, 1973 as amended; P.L. 97-293, Reclamation Reform Act of 1982, as 
amended; P.L. 1 04-266, Reclamation Recycling and Water Consei-vation Act of 1 996, October 9, 1 996. 
Authority to accept funding from the Bonneville Power Administration is found under Section 2406 of 
P.L. 102-486, the Energy Policy Act of 1992, October 24, 1992; and P.L. 106-493, To Provide Equal 
Exchange of Land around the Cascade Reseiwolr, November 9, 2000. 

PERFORMANCE INFORMATION: This project is aligned primarily with the following Deparlment 
of the Interior’s Strategic Plan end outcome goals: (1) Deliver Water Consistent with Applicable State 
and Federal Law, in an Environmentally Responsible and Cost-Efficient Manner. The intermediate 
outcomes are; (a) Oper ate and Maintain a Safe and Reliable Water Infrastructirre. The perfotmance 
measure is Facilities Reliability, Water infrastructure are in fair to good condition as measured by the 
Facility Reliability Rating. The Activity Based Costing/Management alignment may include; 4FI and 
5A-Operate and Maintain Dams/Water Storage Facilities, 4J and 4M-Operate and Maintain Conveyance 
Facilities, and 8E - Manage Project Lands, and (b) Effective Water Management to Optimize Supply. 

The performance measure is Improvement in Water Supply (acre feet per year) Resulting from 
Management Agreements and Partnerships. The Activity Based Costing/Management alignment 
includes: 8J Enhance Water Supply; and (2) Energy, Manage or Inflirence Resource use to Enhance, 
Public Benefit, Responsible Development, and Economic Value. The intermediate outcomes include: 
Operate and Maintain Reliable, Safe, and Secure Power Facilities; Responsible Development; and 
Improve Power Generation Management to Maximize Supply. The performance measures all are those 
relating to power (Forced Outage), percent of time in forced outage; Facility Reliability, Hydropower 
facilities ar e in fair to good condition as measured by the Facilities Reliability Rating. The Activity 
Based Costing/Management alignment may include 4T and 4P: Operate and Maintain Hydropower 
Facilities; and (3) Improve the Quality and Diversity of Recreation Experiences and Water Enjoyment on 
DOI Lands. The intermediate outcome is; Improve Capacities to Provide Access for Recr'eation. The 
performance measure is Increase Public Access to Recreation Areas. The Activity Based 
Costing/Management alignment may include; 50-Manage Recreation and 5P-Operate and Evaluate 
Recreation Facilities. 
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Reclamation coordinates with the Corps of Engineers, Boise Project Board of Control, and the Payette 
division irrigation districts for resei-voir releases for irrigation, power generation, flood protection, 
municipal and industrial water use, and recreation. The project area comprises 390,000 acres which was 
once mostly desert land. Project farmers grow much of the Nation’s sweet com seed, potatoes, other row 
crops, and fruit. Power production facilities at three power plants generate 225 million kilowatt hours of 
electricity a year at a cost of $2. 1 7 cents per kilowatt hour. The power is used at three Reclamation 
projects and the rest is sold by BPA to its customers. 

Ongoing operation and maintenance activities ensure that the project is operational and project benefits 
are provided. Maintenance work also provides for facility upgrades which increase project efficiency. 
The valve replacement at Arrowrock Dam, a 350-tbot high structure, allowed Reclamation to have more 
control over resei-voir releases and also allows maintenance work accomplishment without having to 
lower the reservoir and jeopardize project water supplies and adversely affect a threatened species. Bull 
Trout. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 

Program Financial Data 


Activity 

FY 2010 

FY 201 1 

Water and Energy Management and Development 

$460,000 

$515,000 

Land Management and Development 

1,274,000 

1,530,000 

Fish and Wildlife Management and Development 

1,185,000 

986,000 

Facility Operations 

2,115,000 

2,195,000 

Facility Maintenance and Rehabilitation 

116,000 

320,000 

Enacted/Request 

$5,150,000 

$5,546,000 

Non-Federa! 

1,671,000 

1,659,000 

Other Federal - BPA Direct Funding 

4,331,000 

4,458,000 

Other Federal - BPA Subagreements 

2,000,000 

825,000 

Other Federal - BPA Small Capital 

355,000 

265,000 

Prior Year Funds 

22,936 

0 

Total Program 

$13,529,936 

$12,753,000 

Prior Year Funds/Non-Federal/Other Federal 

(8,379,936) 

(7,207,000) 

Total Reelamation Allotment 

$5,150,000 

$5,546,000 


WORK PROPOSED FOR FY 201 1 : 

Water and Energy Management and Development - Project Water Conservation Assistance - 
Continues to provide project-wide support for planning, design, and implementation of effective water 
management and conservation measures with Reclamation irrigation districts. The program provides 
measurable water management benefits through technical assistance and cost-share grants with districts to 
encourage more efficient use of water supplies and the practice of water conservation to aid in the 
protection of threatened and endangeied species on the Boise Area Project. The program leverages 
limited funds to increase water use efficiency through appropriate planning, design and implementation of 
water conservation measures. Through these measures districts are better able to adapt to drought 
conditions, meet growing water demands, and reduce operating costs. Other - Continues general water 
and energy management activities within the Boise Area Project. Continues contact with districts and 
responses to outside entities on general project management. 
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Continues activities related to the elimination of unauthorized use of water, 61 5,000 
Non-Federal - Loeal Irrigation Distriets (100,000) 

Subtotal, Water and Energy Management and Development $515,000 

Land Management and Development - Land Management - Continues land management aetivities 
including resolving trespass issues, conducting field reviews of the Project land base, resolving boundaiy 
disputes, repairing and replacing boundaiy markers, issuing land use authorizations as requested by the 
public and other governmental agencies, acquiring and disposing of land interest for project purposes, 
controlling noxious weeds through integrated pest management programs, solving soil and moisture 
conservation problems, constructing and maintaining fencing to protect project boundaries, cleaning up 
dump sites that may contain hazardous waste, conducting surveys for cultural resources, and maintaining 
existing land records. Continues forest fire prevention practices to reduce wildfire hazard and the 
infestation and spread of Western gall rust. Continues Geographic Information System (GIS) data 
analysis, utilization, update and dissemination of data for project needs. 1,530,000 

Fish and Wildlife Management and Development - Continues planning, design, and implementation 
activities for the protection of fish and wildlife and their habitats. Includes biological evaluation and 
monitoring of grazing leases and rotating grazing schedules to prevent erosion. Continues project 
involvement to respond to requests from natural resource agencies for project operational data relevant to 
fish and wildlife issues on the project. Continues review of other agency National Environmental Policy 
Act (NEPA) documents and plans which may affect project operations. Biological Opinion (BiOo) 
I mplementation - Continues implementation of BiOp requirements in the Boise and Payette watersheds. 
The Upper Snake BiOp was issued in 2005 for Reclamation operations in the Upper Snake basin; it 
focuses on impacts of project operations to bull trout and water quality in the Boise project area. 

Continues implementation activities such as temperature monitoring; stream flow gauging; fislt tracking; 
entrainment studies and habitat suitability studies that contribute to a better understanding of the project 
impacts on fish and wildlife; impacts of reservoir discharges to bull trout populations in the South Fork 
Boise River and Deadwood Rivers downstream of Reclamation dams; trap and haul activities to reduce 
entrainment; and fish movement studies. 986,000 

Facility Operations - Continues day-to-day operation of Anderson Ranch Dam and Reservoir, Black 
Canyon Dam and Reservoir, Deadwood Dam and Reservoir, Cascade Dam and Lake Cascade, Arrowrock 
Dam and Reservoir, and Black Canyon Primaty Pump. Continues management of recreation facilities at 
Black Canyon and Mann Creek, as well as, the partnership with the State of Idaho for management of 
recreation facilities at Lake Cascade. Continues law enforcement contracts at Black Canyon, Cascade, 
and Mann Creek. Continues land management activities on recreation sites within project boundaries 
such as forest fire prevention practices and GIS data maintenance contracts. 

Power Items - Continues day-to-day operations and maintenance of Anderson Ranch Powerplant, Black 
Canyon Powerplant, and Boise Diversion Poweiqjlant and associated transmission facilities under direct 
funding agreement with Bonneville Power Administration. Maintenance items include replacement of 
governor oil pumps and power plant roof at Anderson Ranch Powerplant and purchase of communication 


test equipment at Black Canyon Powerplant. 8,46 1 ,000 

Other Federal - BPA Direct Funding (4,458,000) 

Other Federal - BPA Small Capital (265,000) 

Non-Federal - Water users (1.543.000) 

Subtotal, Facility Operations 2,195,000 
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Facility Maintenance and Rehabilitation - Begins and completes the replacement of buoy lines at 
Cascade Dam. Continues required annual inspections of Higli and Significant Hazard Dams. Continues 
technical assistance to operating entities for completion of operations and maintenance recommendatioits 
resulting from the Associated and Dam Facility Reviews and assistance with selection of the proper 
methods and materials to assure compliance with Reclamation standards. Continues dam instrumentation 
oversight, data tracking, and general investigations that are common to all five-reserved works. 

Continues to upgrade non-accessible areas and bring projeet facilities into compliance with current 
accessibility standards. The specific tasks and methods of performing these upgrades will be determined 
on an individual activity basis. 


Power Items - Continues design for construction of Third Unit at Black Canyon Powerplant. 
items are funded under subagreement with Bonneville Power Administration. 


1,161,000 

Non-Federal - Water users ( 1 6,000) 

Other Federal - BPA Subagreements (825.000) 

Subtotal, Facility Maintenance and Rehabilitation 


Ail power 


320.000 


Reclamation Request 

SEE APPENDIX FOR; Obligations by Function for Operating Projects 


$5,546,000 
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Columbia and Snake River Salmon Recovery 
Federal Columbia River Power System 
Endangered Species Act Implementation 

LOCATION: Columbia and Snake River basins in the states of Idaho, Oregon, Montana and 
Washington. 

DESCRIPTION/JUSTIFICATION: This program implements actions under Section 7(a)(2) of the 
Endangered Species Act (ESA) as required by the 2008 Biological Opinion (BiOp) issued by the National 
Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration Fisheries, (NOAA Fisheries) titled "Consultation on Remand 
for Operation of the Federal Columbia River Power System, // Bureau of Reclamation Projects in the 
Columbia Basin, and ESA Section 10(a)(1)(A) Permit for Juvenile Fish Transportation Program. ” A 
separate U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS) 2000 BiOp titled “Effects to Listed Species from 
Operations of the Federal Columbia River Power System (FCRPS) ” is still in effect as well. This 
program also implements the flow augmentation for ESA listed species in the Columbia River Basin as 
evaluated in the “Supplemental Comprehensive Analysis of the Federal Columbia river Power System and 
Mainstem Effects of the Upper Snake and Other Tributary Actions” and required in the “Constdtalion for 
the Operation and Maintenance of 10 U.S. Bureau of Reclamation Projects and 2 Related Actions in the 
Upper Snake River Basin above Brownlee Reservoir.” The 2008 FCRPS BiOp is the latest BiOp issued 
in response to litigation associated with previous BiOps. The BiOp represents unprecedented 
collaboration with States and Tribes in the Columbia River Basin to formulate the Reasonable and 
Prudent Alternative, and this collaboration is slated to continue until 2018 during the 10-year 
implementation period for the BiOp. Litigation by outside parties challenging the BiOps is expected to 
continue. 

Reclamation is one of three action agencies that consulted on operations of the FCRPS. Reclamation and 
the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers operate Federal dams on the Columbia and Snake Rivers. Bonneville 
Power Administration transmits and markets the Federal power produced by these dams. In total, 13 
species of anadromous fish (salmon and steelhead) have been listed by NOAA Fisheries and two non- 
anadromous species (Kootenai River white sturgeon and bull trout) have been listed by FWS in the 
Columbia River Basin affected by operation of the FCRPS. Also included in the 2008 BiOp are the 
Southern Resident Killer Whale and Southern Distinct Population Seginent of Green Sturgeon. This 2008 
BiOp requires extensive actions to ensure that operation of the FCRPS by the agencies is not likely to 
jeopardize the continued existence of endangered or threatened species, or to advereely modify or destroy 
their designated critical habitats. Reclamation actions include modifications to hydrosystem operations, 
and specific actions to improve tributaiy habitat and hatcheries for salmon and steelhead. 

In 2008, Reclamation entered, along with the other action agencies, into multiple 1 0-year memoranda of 
agreement with two states and five tribes to support the 2008 FCRPS BiOp and anadromous fish 
recoveiy. This program also funds Reclamation actions included in those agreements. 

AUTHORIZATION; Reclamation Act of June 1 7, 1902, ch. 1093 and acts amendatory and 
supplementary thereto, especially section 14 of the Act of August 1939, ch. 418; and program activities 
required by Section 7 of P.L. 93-205, Endangered Species Act, December 28, 1 973, as amended; 

P.L. 85-624, Fish and Wildlife Coordination Act of 1958. Reclamation is conducting the Tributary 
Habitat Program under authorities contained in the Endangered Species Act, Fish and Wildlife 
Coordination Act, and Fish and Wildlife Act as delegated from the Secretary of the Interior in Secretarial 
Order No. 3274 dated September 1 1, 2007. 

COMPLETION DATA: This is an ongoing program to meet legal requirements of the BiOps. 
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PERFORMANCE INFORMATION: This program is aligned with the Department of the interior’s 
Strategic Plan end outcome goal: Deliver Water Consistent with Applicable State and Federal Law, in an 
Environmentally Responsible and Cost-Efficient Manner. The intermediate outcome is: Operate and 
Maintain a Safe and Reliable Water Infrastructure; Tlie performance measure is Facilities Reliability. 
Water infrastructures are in fair to good condition as measured by the Facility Reliability Rating. The 
Activity Based Costing/Management alignment may include; 8K-lmplement Environmental 
Recommendations. 

Hydrosystem and Habitat activities comprise the two main components of this program. Hatcheiy and 
Research, Monitoring, and Evaluation (RME) activities are also implemented through this program. 
Hydrosystem activities include annual leases or purchase of water to provide augmentation flows in the 
Snake River for listed salmon and steelhead. The FCRPS BiOp requires Reclamation to deliver up to 
487,000 acre feet of flow augmentation water for listed species. The habitat component of the program 
provides technical assistance for flow, screen, access, and channel complexity projects in tributary 
subbasins. For example, Reclamation provided engineering design and environmental compliance 
technical assistance to local partners who replaced the Thurlow transfer ditch push-up diversion dam. 

This dam blocked fish passage to several miles of prime upstream spawning and rearing habitat. This 
dam was replaced with a series of three boulder weirs that adult and Juvenile fish can easily navigate. 

The Reclamation habitat program participates in approximately 70 projects annually, with up to 40 
projects in varying stages of planning, design or constiiiction, which leads to 25-30 projects constructed 
by others on an annual basis. Costs for habitat projects vary by year for many reasons including changes 
in landowner participation, availability of construction funding to project partners, and changes in project 
scope needed to better meet biological criteria for endangered species. Most of the simpler, less costly 
projects have already been completed, thus more complicated and costly projects are expected in the 
foreseeable future while the FCRPS BiOp is in effect. 

Systematic application of projects throughout a given stream has provided increased habitat availability 
for ESA listed species. Visual observation indicates an increase in the use of the new habitat provided by 
ESA listed species. Effectiveness monitoring of the new habitat provided by implementation of these 
projects is ongoing through associated RME activities and will document the ESA listed species 
population response to the changes in habitat. 



Figure I. Before it was removed, the Thurlow 
transfer ditch push-up diversion dam blocked fish 
passage to upstream spawning and rearing areas. 



replaced with a series of three boulder weirs that 
allow upstream passage for adult and juvenile fish. 
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SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 
Program Financial Data 


Activity 

FY2010 

FY20I1 

Fish and Wildlife Management and Development 

$16,980,000 

$18,000,000 

Enacted/Request 

.$16,980,000 

$18,000,000 

Non-Federal 

0 

0 

Prior Year Funds 

3,972 

0 

Total Program 

.$16,983,972 

$18,000,000 

Prior year funds/Non-Federal/Other Federal 

(3,972) 

0 

Total Reclamation Allotment 

$16,980,000 

$18,000,000 


Total Cost Information 



Total 

Estimated 

Cost 

Total to 
9/30/09 

2/ ARRA 

FY20I0 


Balance 

to 

Complete 



1/ $174,225,066 

$1,106,672 

$16,980,000 

$18,000,000 

N/A 

Total 

N/A 

$174,225,066 

$1,106,672 

$16,980,000 

$18,000,000 

N/A 


1/ Total costs through 9/30/09 include ARRA costs of $823,328. 

2/ Remaining balance of ARRA funding will be obligated in FY20I0. 


Cost Allocation and Methodology 


Allocation 

FY2010 

FY2011 

Fish and Wildlife 1/ 

$16,980,000 

$18,000,000 

Total 

$16,980,000 

$18,000,000 


I / This is an ongoing piogram that will continue as long as measures are needed. 


METHODOLOGY: The methodology of cost allocation has not been modified. The cost allocation is 
to Fish and Wildlife Management and Development, following Reclamation's Programmatic Budget 
Structure. 

APPROPRIATION CEILING: None 

IMPACTS OF RECOVERY ACT FUNDING: Recovery Act funding is being used to accelerate 
implementation of four habitat improvement projects in the state of Washington and continues to 
temporarily employ a seasonal field crew responsible for habitat project monitoring. 

WORK PROPOSED FOR FY 2011; 

Fish and Wildlife Management and Development - Coordination and Administration - Continues 
administrative and technical support activities related to litigation challenging the BiOps. Continues 
interagency participation with the Federal Caucus, 13 Tribal governments, 4 states, the Northwest Power 
and Conservation Council (NPCC), and otheis involved in FCRPS actions to improve the survival of 
ESA-listed species. Continues coordination and participation on various teams including Regional 
Implementation Foitim; Technical Management Team; System Configuration Team; Federal Habitat 
Team; Federal Subbasin Team; Federal Hatchery Team; Research, Monitoring, and Evaluation Team; and 
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others. Supports action agency development and preparation of implementation plans, annual progress 
reports, and comprehensive evaluations related to the BiOps. Supports agency activities associated with 
Fish Accord MOAs, $ 1 ,600,000 

Hydro Actions - Management/lmplementatio n - As required by the 2008 FCRPS BiOp; continues 
Reclamation’s participation in the implementation of real-time operational measures, system flood 
control, and Columbia Basin Project actions associated with ESA listed species. Water Acquisition - 
Continues the acquisition of up to 487,000 acre-feet of water from willing sellers for Snake River flow 
augmentation to help offset FCRPS impacts (a requirement of the Upper Snake BiOp) and to meet 
Reclamation obligations under the Nez Perce Water Rights Settlement. 6,500,000 

Habitat - Continues technical assistance for actions to enhance tributary spawning and rearing habitat 
required by the 2008 BiOp to off-set effects of FCRPS hydrosystem operations on salmon and steelhead 
survival. Continues Reclamation’s involvement with non-Federal parties located in Idaho, Oregon, and 
Washington to modify and screen or remove instream diversion-related barriers to improve fish passage. 
Continues environmental compliance, cultural resource compliance, and design of barrier removal, 
screen, and channel complexity projects (blockages, culvert, and flood plain). Continues to support 
Reclamation’s participation with tribes and other locally-based partners to improve habitat for salmon and 
steelhead in Columbia River tributaries. Continues Reclamation’s habitat program with participation in 
approximately 70 site-specific habitat improvement projects per year. 8,500,000 

Research. Monitoring and Evaluation tRM&El - Continues a long-term effectiveness and compliance 
monitoring program to ensure agency actions for listed species are, in fact, having the desired biological 
effects. The results from these activities allow Reclamation to re-direct efforts if the desired result fails to 
materialize. The RM&E program is being implemented through a joint Federal, state, and tribal 
partnership to increase the accuracy, collection efficiency, and the transferability of the data across 
government programs. These programs are also multi-agency efforts in cooperation with local 
stakeholders and landowners to ensure the design and construction of tributaiy habitat improvement 
projects are effective. 1 ,200,000 

Hatcheries - Reclamation expects to fund actions that modify FCRPS hatcheries if such activities can 
reduce adverse impacts to listed species. Continues implementation of the updated Hatcheiy Genetic 
Management Plans for the Leavenworth (WA) Fish Hatchery Complex. These actions are expected to 
reduce the detrimental impacts of artificial production on wild stocks of salmon and steelhead. 

200,000 


Reclamation Request $18,000,000 

SEE APPENDIX FOR: Benefit Cost Ratios as of October 1, 2009 
Status of NEPA Compliance 
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Columbia Basin Project 

LOCATION: Central Washington, including Adams, Douglas, Franklin, Grant, Lincoln, Okanogan, and 
Walla Walla counties. 

DESCRIPTION/JUSTIFICATION: This is a multipurpose project consisting of three storage dams 
and reservoirs; three Grand Coulee powerplants and one pump-generating plant with a combined 
generating capacity of 6,809,000 kilowatts and an annual generation of approximately 22.6 billion 
kilowatt-hours; and associated switchyards, transmission lines, feeder canal, and canal systems. In 
addition, there are 27 generators, and six pumping units on the project. Water distribution systems and 
other storage facilities are operated by water usere. The irrigation works extend from the North Dam on 
Banks Lake southward to the vicinity of Pasco, Washington. Principle irrigation facilities include Banks 
Lake, Diy Falls Dam, the Main Canal, Bill Clapp Lake, Pinto Dam, the East Low Canal, the West Canal, 
Royal Branch Canal, Moses Lake Outlet Structure, Potholes Reservoir, O’Sullivan Dam, and the Potholes 
Canal system which includes the Wahluke and Eltopia Branch canals. Approximately 671,000 acres of 
land are irrigated by the Project, and 2,360 miles of canal and 3,434 miles of drains are maintained. 
Additionally, Pinto Dam, the Moses Lake Outlet Structure, O’Sullivan Dam, the Soap Lake Protective 
Works, and the Esquatzel Coulee Diversion Channel have flood control functions. Under reimbursable 
agreement with the State of Washington work is continuing on the Weber Siphon Complex. This work 
consists of adding a second barrel to the existing siphons. The barrel will be a cast in place concrete tube 
approximately fifteen feet in diameter and 10,000 feet long for both siphons. This work will allow 
increased deliveiy of water to lands located south of the complex along the East Low Canal providing 
irrigation capacity as authorized in the project legislation. Bonneville Power Administration (BPA), 
through a separate Memorandum of Agreement, directly funds power operation and maintenance costs. 

In addition, BPA directly funds, through subagreements, major power replacements, additions, and 
improvements. 

AUTHORIZATION: P.L. 74-409, Parker and Grand Coulee Dams, August 30, 1935; 

Reclamation Act of 1939, Act of August 4, 1939, ch. 41 8, 53 Sts. 1 1 87; Columbia Basin Project Act of 
March 10, 1943; P.L. 89-448, Third Powerplant, Grand Coulee Dam, June 14, 1966; P.L. 89-72, Federal 
Water Project Recreation Act of 1965, July 9, 1965, as amended by Reclamation Recreation Management 
Act, Title XXVIII of P.L. 1 02-575, October 30, 1992; P.L. 93-205, Endangered Species Act of 1 973, 
December 28, 1 973, as amended; Authority to accept funding from the Bonneville Power Administration 
is found under section 2406 of P.L. 102-486, the Energy Policy Act of 1992, October 24, 1992; and P.L. 
104-266, Reclamation Recycling and Water Conservation Act of 1996, October 9, 1996. 

PERFORMANCE INFORMATION: This project is aligned primarily with the following Department 
of the Interior’s Strategic Plan end outcome goals: (1) Deliver Water Consistent with Applicable State 
and Federal Law, in an Environmentally Responsible and Cost-Efficient Manner. The intermediate 
outcome is: Operate and Maintain a Safe and Reliable Water Infrastructure. The performance measure is 
Facilities Reliability, Water infrastructure are in fair to good condition as measured by the Facility 
Reliability Rating. The Activity Based Costing/Management alignment may include: 4H and 5A- 
Operate and Maintain Dams/Water Storage Facilities, 4J and 4M-Operate and Maintain Conveyance 
Facilities; and (2) Energy, Manage or Influence Resource use to Enhance, Public Benefit, Responsible 
Development, and Economic Value. The intermediate outcomes include: Operate and Maintain Reliable, 
Safe, and Secure Power Facilities; Responsible Development; and Improve Power Generation 
Management to Maximize Supply. The performance measures all are those relating to power (Forced 
Outage, percent of time in forced outage; Facility Reliability, Hydropower facilities are in fair to good 
condition as measured by the Facilities Reliability Rating). The Activity Based Costing/Management 
alignment may include 4T and 4P: Operate and Maintain Hydropower Facilities. 

The Columbia Basin Project is a success stoiy in and of itself. Reclamation works with the U.S. Army 
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Corps of Engineers and Bonneville Power Administration to coordinate operations at Grand Coulee Dam 
and other Columbia River dams to produce power, prevent flooding, provide irrigation water, provide 
benefits to fish and wildlife, and recreation. The project also provides water for cities, industries, 
navigation, and endangered species. The project’s irrigation facilities were designed to deliver a full 
water supply to 1 .1 million acres of land which was previously used only for dry farming or grazing 
(approximately slightly over half of which are constructed to date). Potholes Reservoir collects runoff 
from the north for farms in the south which provides approximately 1 million acre-feet of water reuse for 
project purposes. Agriculture related businesses account for 30-50 percent of all income in counties 
served by the project. Power production facilities at Grand Coulee Dam are the largest in North America 
which provide for maximum power production to meet the power needs in the Pacific Northwest and to 
pump irrigation water for the project lands. 

Ongoing operation and maintenance activities ensure that the project is operational and project benefits 
are provided. In addition, major maintenance is being accomplished to keep the facilities updated with 
the latest technology to provide the maximum efficiency. 

In January 1994, the Bureau of Reclamation and Bonneville Power 
Administration staff explored the benefits of installing more efficient 
runnei-s in turbine units Gl through G1 8 at Grand Coulee Dam. The 
study concluded that replacing the existing turbine runners with new 
state-of-the-art units could increase efficiency by an average of three 
percent per unit, producing an additional 3 1 average megawatts of 
power. 

The turbine replacement began in FY 1999 and is tentatively 
scheduled for completion in FY 2012. The work is being conducted 
concurrently with other planned maintenance activities. This method 
of scheduling concuiTent work is anticipated to have a costs savings 
of $7.6 million (1994 dollars) during the turbine replacements. 

As of September 30, 2009, 1 5 units have been completed and overall 
efficiency gains have exceeded the average three percent that had 
been expected. 


Replacement ofG!7 Turbine 
Turbines are 16’- 8” in diameter, 
weigh approximately 104,000 
pounds, and produce 125 
megawatts of power. 
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SUMMARIZED FL\ANCIAL DATA 


Program Financial Data 


Activity 

FY2010 

FY 2011 

Water and Energy Management and Development 

$1,065,000 

$1,202,000 

Land Management and Development 

2,796,000 

3,348,000 

Fish and Wildlife Management and Development 

1,500,000 

25,000 

Facility Operations 

2,834,000 

3,153,000 

Facility Maintenance and Rehabilitation 

7,538,000 

3,347,000 

Enacted/Request 

$15,733,000 

$11,075,000 

Non-Federal 

6,263,000 

6,739,000 

Other Federal - BPA Direct Funding 

67,079,000 

70,280,000 

Other Federal - BPA Subagieements 

38,280,000 

90,468,000 

Other Federal - BPA Small Capital 

310,000 

310,000 

Prior Year Funds 

1,335,910 

0 

Total Pi-ogram 

$129,000,910 

$178,872,000 

Prior Year Funds/Non-Federal/Other Federal 

(113,267,910) 

(167,797,000) 

Total Reclamation Allotment 

$15,733,000 

$1 1,075,000 


IMPACTS OF RECOVERY ACT FUNDING: Recovei-y Act funding is being used to add a second 
barrel to the existing Weber Siphon Complex. This second barrel will allow delivery of water to lands 
located south of Interstate 90 along the East Low Canal. Construction will take place over an eighteen 
month period by a private sector contractor. Funding will also be used to modify existing facilities and 
purchase rights-of-way along the Potholes Supplemental Feed Route. These modifications will ensure 
water deliveries to the south end of the project. Construction activities will be perfonned by the private 
sector. The following construction activities are projected to start in the spring of 2010 related to the 
Leavenworth Hatcheiy complex utilizing Recovery Act Funding: the Leavenworth Effluent Ponds and 
the Winthrop Adult Holding Ponds projects. The Effluent Pond contract work is being performed in 
order to reduce the amount of hatchery effluence into Icicle Creek and to become compliant with updated 
water quality regulations fr om both the State of Washington and Environmental Protection Agency, The 
Adult Holdiirg Pond work is being performed to provide appropriate holding ponds for mitigation fish 
rearing at the Winthrop Hatcheiy. Recovery Act funding for the Leavenwor th Pumping Plant will be 
utilized to complete design and environmental compliance on the intake facility which will provide a 
reliable water source from Icicle Creek for hatchery operations. 

WORK PROPOSED FOR FY 2011 : 

Water and Enei'gy Management and Development - Project Water Conservation Assistance - 
Continues to provide project-wide support for planning, design, and implementation of effective water 
management and consei'vation measures with Reclamation water districts and with city, state, and county 
govei'nments within the project. The program provides measurable water management benefits through 
technical assistance and cost-share grants with districts to encourage more efficient use of water supplies 
and the practice of water conservation to aid in the protection of threatened and endangered species on the 
Columbia Basin Project. The program leverages limited funds to increase water use efficiency through 
appropriate planning, design, and implementation of water conservation measui'es. Thi-ough these 
measures districts are better able to adapt to dr ought conditions, meet growing water demands, and reduce 
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operating costs. Other - Continues activities related to water rights and work with contracting issues 
relative to water service and repayment contracts, existing and new ground water management programs, 
and issues related to Reclamation interaction with irrigation districts of the Columbia Basin Project. 
Continues activities related to the elimination of unauthorized use of water. 1 ,452,000 
Non-Federal - Local Irrigation Districts (250,000’) 

Subtotal, Water and Energy Management and Development $1,202,000 

Land Management and Development - Land Resources Management - Continues land management 
activities including completion of environmental compliance; resolving trespass issues; conducting field 
reviews of the project land base of over 500,000 acres and over 6,000 miles of right-of-ways; resolving 
boundary disputes; repairing and replacing boundary markers; issuing land use authorizations as 
requested by the public and other governmental agencies; acquiring and disposing of land interest for 
project purposes; controlling noxious weeds through integrated pest management programs; resolving soil 
and moisture conservation problems; administering a grazing program; cleaning up dump sites that may 
contain hazardous waste; conducting surveys for cultural resources; and maintaining existing land 
records. Continues land surveys of project lands to ensure no encroachment on public lands around Lake 
Roosevelt. Under Memorandums of Understanding with three counties, Adams, Grant, and Franklin, 
payment in lieu of taxes will be made. Continues Geographic Information System (GIS) activities. 
Continues administration of the settlement land program. Reclamation Recreation Management Title 
XXVIII - Continues recreation improvements on Project lands and facilities such as including boat launch 
extensions and swim beach improvements during the drawdown of Banks Lake. These activities will be 
implemented through 50 percent cost-share partnerships. 3,848,000 

Non-Federal - Washington State Government Entities (500,000') 

Subtotal, Land Management and Development 3,348,000 

Fish and Wildlife Management and Development - Continues project involvement to respond to 
requests from natural resource agencies for project operational data relevant to fish and wildlife issues on 
the project. Continues review and preparation of environmental compliance documents and checklists for 
proposed minor actions by cooperators. Continues interagency coordination on work conducted by others 
that may affect project operations or facilities. Continues review of other agencies’ National 
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) documents and plans which may affect project operations. 25,000 

Facility Operations - Continues the day-to-day operation of three storage dams and reservoirs; one 
pump/generating plant, as well as the feeder canal at Grand Coulee and the distribution canal systems for 
the irrigation of resei-ved works. Continues updating, testing, and exercises for emergency action plans. 
Continues cultural properties management mitigation activities at Lake Roosevelt, and funding for 
Leavenworth National Fish Hatcheiy Complex, including Leavenworth, Entiat, and Winthrop fish 
hatcheries for mitigation purposes. Continues operations and maintenance of the project reserved and 
special reserved works. Continues flood control functions and associated operations and maintenance 
including stream gauging on natural waterways in the Columbia Basin. Continues day-to-day operation 
and maintenance of recreational facilities at Scooteney and Summer Falls Parks including the day use 
area, camping, swimming, and boat ramp facilities. 

Power Items - Continues day-to-day operations and maintenance of the Left, Right, and Third 
Powerplants and associated transmission facilities under direct funding agreement with Bonneville Power 
Administration. Continues rehabilitation of downstream stabilization drainage shafts to ensure proper 
operation of stabilization monitoring system. Continues planning for the third powerplant overhaul. Tliis 
could include construction of temporaiy buildings to allow the contractor to complete the requirements of 
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the overhaul. Continues maintenance items including Third Powerpiant cavitation repairs. Third 
Powerplant draft tube bulkhead rehabilitation, and replacement of crane controls. Continues replacement 
of small tools and equipment directly related to the power generation of the facility. 

79,732,000 

Other Federal - BPA Direct Funding (70,280,000) 

Other Federal - BPA Small Capital (3 1 0,000) 

Non-Federal - Water Users (5.989.000') 

Subtotal, Facility Operations 3,153,000 

Facility Maintenance and Rehabilitation - Begins furnishing and installing the wheel for pump unit P5, 
The existing wheel was manufactured in 1950 and has exceeded its useful life. If not replaced, water 
deliveries for irrigators could be compromised. Begins rehabilitation of the ring seal gates in the dam. 
These gates need refurbishment in order to prevent the leakage of water around the existing gates. These 
gates provide reliability for movement of water when required to maintain flood control elevations on 
Lake Roosevelt. Continues evaluation to develop alternatives for correction of a design deficiency to the 
main canal outlet works at Pinto Dam. When originally designed and constructed, no provision was made 
to keep the three 25’ x 25’ radial gates from being overtopped should the reservoir be impaeted and 
overfilled by a high runoff event. If not funded, a failure of the outlet works could result in the failure of 
Pinto Dam with the loss of lives and destruction of property downstream. Continues the replacement of 
the SCADA system. This system provides for operation and control of the facility in order to provide 
power generation and water benefits. The existing system is past its seiwice life and parts are no longer in 
production and unable to be manufactured. Completes construction of Burbank Pumping Plant Fish 
Screens 2 and 3. The existing screens were examined and deficiencies reported. If deficiencies are not 
corrected, fish screen failure is anticipated. Completes stabilization of cultural resource site 45FE1. A 
portion of the existing bank on Lake Roosevelt is eroding into a known area that has significant cultural 
resources buried in the bank, 

Power Items - Continues replacement of turbine runners GI-Gl 8. Continues replacement of air housing 
coolers on G1-GI8 in which leaks are causing unscheduled outages of units and loss of generation. 
Continues the replacement of the SCADA System. Continues replacement of the third powerplant 
transformers for units G20 thru G21 that are having significant maintenance issues in recent years and are 
proving to be unreliable when generation is needed. Continues replacement of the third powerplant 
excitation system. The existing excitation system has reached its useful life, and spare parts are no longer 
available and reliability is decreasing. Continues replacement ofthe 236 MVA transformers for units 
G 1 9 and G20 that are having significant maintenance issues in recent years and are proving to be 
unreliable when generation is needed. Continues replacement ofthe Kl OA transformer bank in the right 
powerplant. Continues replacement of the governors for units G 1 9-G24 in the third powerplant. 
Continues rehabilitation of the cranes in the third powerplant. These cranes will be needed for the 
overhaul for the third powerplant which is currently in the planning stages. Continues construction of a 
materials storage building for use during the overhaul in the third powerplant to store materials that need 
protection from the weather and a controlled atmosphere. Continues modification of the third powerplant 
fixed-wheel gate chamber to bring into compliance with requirements of current National Electric Code, 
Life Safety Code, Occupational Safety and Health Administration (OSHA) Code, and American 
Conference of Governmental Industrial Hygienists. Continues rehabilitation of the elevators in the third 
powerplant. The elevators need to be in excellent working conditions prior to the overhaul work to avoid 
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schedule slippages due to unavailability. Continues replacement of the G 1-9 transformers. These 
transformers have reached and exceeded their expected service lives and need to be replaced to maintain 
system reliability. Completes replacement of the K I OA transformers on unit G 1 0 that failed in service. 

93,815,000 

Other Federal - BPA Subagreenients (90.468.000') 

Subtotal, Facility Maintenance and Rehabilitation 3.347.000 

Reclamation Reque.st $11,075,000 

SEE APENDIX FOR: Obligations by Function for Operating Projects 
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LOCATION: Central Oregon near Prineville, Oregon, within Crook County. 

DESCRIPTION/ JUSTIFICATION: The project consists of the multipurpose facilities including 
Ochoco Dam and Reservoir, Arthur R. Bowman Dam, and Prineville Reservoir. The Arthur R. Bowman 
Dam is a reserved works and operated under contract by the Ochoco Irrigation District. Reclamation 
provides for maintenance of the hydromet system for flood control forecasting, recreation management 
costs of the areas at Prineville Reservoir, pest management, resolving boundary issues, environmental 
audits, water conservation measures and activities related to resolving unauthorized use of water. The 
project provides irrigation water to approximately 23,000 acres. The Crooked River below Arthur R. 
Bowman Dam was designated as a wild and scenic river and was cla.ssified as a recreational river area by 
Congress (P.L. 90-542, 82 Stat. 907, October 1998). 

AUTHORIZATION: P.L. 46, Soil Conservation and Domestic Allotment Act, April 27, 1935; P.L. 80- 
84 1 , Interior Department Appropriations Act, June 29, 1948; P.L. 335, Rehabilitation and Betterment Act, 
October 7, 1949; P.L. 84-992, Crooked River Project, August 6, 1956; P.L. 85-624, Fish and Wildlife 
Coordination Act, August 12, 1957; P.L. 88-598, Crooked River Project Extension, September 1 8, 1964; 
P.L. 90-583, Noxious Plant Control, Carson-Foley Act (43 U.S.C. 1241 et. Seq.) Chapter 28, Sec. 1241, 
October 17, 1968; P.L. 93-205, Endangered Species Act of 1973, Section 7(a)(1), December 28, 1973, as 
amended; P.L. 93-251, Water Resource Development Act, March 7, 1974; P.L. 91-512, Resource 
Recoveiy Act, October 26, 1970; Archeological and Historic Preservation Act of 1974, May 24, 1974; 
P.L. 90-480, Architectural Barriers Act of 1968, August 12, 1968, 82 Stat. 718 (42 U.S.C. 4151 et seq.); 
P.L. 89-72, Federal Water Project Recreation Act of 1965, July 9, 1965 as amended by Reclamation 
Recreation Management Act, Title XXVIII of P.L. 102-575, October 30, 1992; P.L. 97-293, Reclamation 
Reform Act of 1982, as amended; Executive Order 13007, Indian Sacred Sites, May 24, 1996; P.L. 107- 
69, Law Enforcement Seivices, 41 U.S.C. 253(c)(1) as implemented by FAR 6.302-1. (a).(2), November 
12,2001. 

PERFORMANCE INFORMATION; This project is aligned primarily with the Following Department 
of the Interior’s Strategic Plan end outcome goals: ( 1 ) Deliver Water Consistent with Applicable Stale 
and Federal Law, in an Environmentally Responsible and Cost-Efficient Mannei'. The intermediate 
outcomes aie; (a) Operate and Maintain a Safe and Reliable Water Infrastructure. The performance 
measure is Facilities Reliability, Water infrastructure are in fair to good condition as measured by the 
Facility Reliability Rating, The Activity Based Costing/Management alignment may include: 41-1 and 
SA-Operate and Maintain Dams/Water Storage Facilities, 8E-Manage Project Lands, (b) Effective Water 
Management to Optimize Supply. The performance measure is Improvement in Water Supply (acre feet 
per year) Resulting from Management Agreements and Partnerships. The Activity Based 
Costing/Management alignment includes: 8J-Enhance Water Supply; and (2) Improve the Quality and 
Diversity of Recreation Experiences and Water Enjoyment on DOI Lands. The intermediate outcome is: 
Improve Capacities to Provide Access for Recreation. The performance measure is Increase Public 
Access to Recreation Areas. The Activity Based Costing/Management alignment may include: 
50-Manage Recreation and 5P-Operate and Evaluate Recreation Facilities. 
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SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 


Program Financial Data 


Activity 

FY 2010 

FY20I1 1 

Water and Energy Management and Development 

$81,000 

$82,000 

Land Management and Development 

270,000 

180,000 

Fish and Wildlife Management and Development 

38,000 

196,000 

Facility Operations 

412,000 

486,000 1 

Enacted/Request 

$801,000 

$944,000 

Non-Federal 

145,000 

45,000 

Prior Year Funds 

7,559 

0 

Total Program 

$953,559 

$989,000 

Prior Year Funds/Non-Federai/Other Federal 

(152,559) 

(45,000) 

Total Reclamation Allotment 

$801,000 

$944,000 


WORK PROPOSED FOR FY 2011: 

Water and Energy Management and Development - Project Water Conservation Assistance - 
Continues to provide project-wide support for planning, design, and implementation of effective water 
management and conservation measures with Reclamation water districts and with city, state, and county 
governments within Reclamation lands. The program provides measurable water management benefits 
tiirough technical assistance and cost-share grants with districts to encourage more efficient use of water 
supplies and the practice of water conservation to aid in the protection of threatened and endangered 
species on the Crooked River Project, The program leverages limited funds to increase water use 
efficiency through appropriate planning, design, and implementation of water conservation measures. 
Through these measures districts are better able to adapt to drought conditions, meet growing water 
demands, and reduce operating costs. Other - Continues activities related to the elimination of 
unauthorized use of water. $127,000 

Non-Federal -Various f45.000j 

Subtotal, Water and Energy Management and Development $82,000 

Land Management and Development - Land Management - Continues general land management 
activities. All of the facilities are Federally owned and under Reclamation’s jurisdiction. Activities 
include coordinating land resource management activities with the irrigation districts, U.S. Forest Seivice, 
Bureau of Land Management, and Oregon Parks; issuing land use authorizations as requested by the 
public and other governmental agencies; conducting land surveys; and meeting cultural resource 
management needs and commitments. Continues environmental audit activities, resolving boundaiy 
disputes, and l epairing and replacing boundary markers. 

Subtotal, Water and Energy Management and Development 180,000 

Fish and Wildlife Management and Development - Continues to respond to requests from natural 
resource agencies for project operational data relevant to fish and wildlife issues on the project. 

Continues coordination with Habitat Conservation Planning Activities and review of other agency 
National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) documents and plans which may affect project operations. 
Continues implementation of anticipated requirements from pending Endangered Species Act (ESA) 
consultations. Funding is necessaiy to re-consult under ESA with the National Oceanic Atmospheric 
Administration Fisheries (NOAA Fisheries) on reintroduction and passage of mid-Columbia steelhead in 
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the basin. Requirements may include operational changes and insfream flow hydrological studies. 

Increase in funding due to scheduled work requirements in the NOAA Fisheries BiOp. 

196,000 

Facility Operations - Continues day-to-day operations of A.R. Bowman dam to include flood control 
functions and associated operation and maintenance. This includes stream gauging; hydromet operations; 
cyclical revision to emergency action plans and the review, evaluation, and revision of standing operating 
procedures; dam facility reviews; and assistance to operating entity with selection of proper methods and 
materials to assure compliance with Reclamation standards. Continues day-to-day land and recreation 
management activities at Prineville Reservoir under contract with Oregon Parks and Recreation 
Department. Continues implementation of integrated pest management plan for control of aquatic weeds, 
noxious weeds, and other pest species; law enforcement; and road maintenance on Reclamation lands and 
roads. 486.00Q 

Reclamation Request $944,000 

SEE APPENDIX FOR: Obligations by Function for Operating Projects 
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LOCATION; Cential Oregon north of Bend, Oregon. The project is in Crook, Deschutes, and Jefferson 
counties. 

DESCRIPTION/JUSTIFICATION: Tlie project consists of several features including Wickiup Dam 
and Reservoir; Haystack Dam and Reseivoir; Crane Prairie Dam and Reservoir; and North Unit Main 
Canal. Current project activities consist of Reclamation’s efforts to provide continued flood control 
forecasting, water conservation, activities related to resolving unauthorized use of water, pest 
management, environmental audits, and recreation management of areas on Reclamation lands within the 
Deschutes Project including Wickiup, Crane Prairie, and Haystack Reservoirs. All remaining project 
facilities are operated by water users. Recreation at Haystack, Wickiup, and Crane Prairie Reservoir 
serves central Oregon including the cities of Bend, Redmond, Madras, and Prineville. 

AUTHORIZATION: Reclamation Act ofl 902, June 17, 1902; P.L. 68-292, Second Deficiencies 
Appropriations Act, December 5, 1924; P.L. 83-573, Amended Contract and Haystack Dam, Deschutes 
Project, August 10, 1954; P.L. 85-624, Fish and Wildlife Coordination Act of 1958, August 12, 1958; 

P.L. 96-480, Steven-Wydier Technology Innovation Act of 1980, as amended by P.L. 99-502, Federal 
Technology Transfer Act, October 20, 1986; P.L. 93-205, F.ndangered Species Act of 1973, December 
29, 1973, as amended; P.L. 97-293, Title 11, Reclamation Reform Act, October 12, 1982, as amended; 

P.L. 101-233, The North American Wetlands Conservation Act, December 13, 1989; P.L. 104-266, 
Reclamation Recycling and Water Conservation Act of 1996, October 9, 19 P.L. 90-583, Noxious Plant 
Control, Carson-Foley Act (43 U.S.C. 1241 et. Seq.) Chapter 28, Sec. 1241, October 17, 1968; P.L. 90- 
480, Architectural Barriers Act of 1968, August 12, 1968, 82 Stat. 718 (42 U.S.C. 4151 et seq.); P.L. 107- 
69, Law Enforcement Services, 41 U.S.C. 253(c)(1) as implemented by FAR 6.302- l.(a).(2), November 
12 , 2001 . 

PERFORMANCE INFORMATION; This project is aligned primarily with the following Department 
of the Interior’s Strategic Plan end outcome goals: (1) Deliver Water Consistent with Applicable State 
and Federal Law, in an Environmentally Responsible and Cost-Efficient Manner. The intermediate 
outcomes are: (a) Operate and Maintain a Safe and Reliable Water Infrastructure. The performance 
measure is Facilities Reliability, Water infrastructure are in fair to good condition as measured by the 
Facility Reliability Rating. The Activity Based Costing/Management alignment may include: 4H and 
5A-Operate and Maintain Dams/Water Storage Facilities, 8E-Manage Project Lands, and SKL-Implement 
Environmental Recommendations; and (b) Effective Water Management to Optimize Supply. The 
performance measure is Improvement in Water Supply (acre feet per year) Resulting from Management 
Agreements and Partnerships. The Activity Based Costing/Management aligtiment includes: 8J-Enhance 
Water Supply; and (2) Improve the Quality and Diversity of Recreation Experiences and Water 
Enjoyment on DOl Lands. The intermediate outcome is: Improve Capacities to Provide Access for 
Recreation. The performance measure is Increase Public Access to Recreation Areas. The Activity 
Based Costing/Management alignment may include: 50-Manage Recreation and 5P-Operate and 
Evaluate Recreation Facilities. 
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SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 


Program Financial Data 


Activity 

FY 2010 

FY 201! 

Water and Energy Management and Development 

$379,000 

$161,000 

Land Management and Development 

88,000 

88,000 

Fish and Wildlife Management and Development 

50,000 

185,000 

Facility Operations 

175,000 

202,000 

Facility Maintenance and Rehabilitation 

0 

190,000 

Enacted/Request 

$692,000 

$826,000 

Non-Federal 

300,000 

100,000 

Prior Year Funds 

9,732 

0 

Total Program 

$1,001,732 

$926,000 

Prior Year Funds/Non-Federal/Other Federal 

(309,732) 

(100,000) 

Total Reclamation Allotment 

$692,000 

$826,000 


WORK PROPOSED FOR FY 2011: 

Water and Energy Management and Development - Project Water Conservation Assistance - 
Continues to provide project-wide support for planning, design, and implementation of effective water 
management and conservation measures with Reclamation water districts and with city, state, and county 
governments within Reclamation lands. The program provides measurable water management benefits 
through technical assistance and cost-share grants with districts to encourage more efficient use of water 
supplies and the practice of water conseiwation to aid in the protection of threatened and endangered 
species on the Deschutes Project. The program leverages limited funds to increase water use efficiency 
through appropriate planning, design and implementation of water conservation measures. Through these 
measures districts are better able to adapt to drought conditions, meet growing water demands, and reduce 
operating costs. Other - Continues activities related to the elimination of unauthorized use of water. 
Decrease in funding due to participating in fewer water conservation activities. 

261,000 

Non-Federal - Various ( 1 00.000) 

Subtotal, Water and Energy Management and Development $161,000 

Land Management and Development - Continues general land management activities on federally 
owned project facilities at Haystack, Wickiup, and Crane Prairie Dams and the North Unit Irrigation 
District (NUID) maintenance office complex. These activities include coordinating land resource 
management activities with the irrigation districts, U.S. Forest Service, Bureau of Land Management and 
Oregon Parks, issuing land use authorizations as requested by the public and other governmental agencies 
(consent-to-use, rights-of-way); and meeting cultural resource management needs and commitments. 
Continues environmental compliance activities. 88,000 

Fish and Wildlife Management and Development - Continues responses to requests from natural 
resource agencies for project operational data relevant to fish and wildlife issues and review of otlier 
agencies National Environmental Policy Act(NEPA) documents and plans which may affect project 
operations. Continues coordination with Habitat Conservation Planning Activities and implementation 
requirements of the National Oceanic Atmospheric Administration Fisheries Biological Opinion on 
project operations. Increase is due to the planning activities and implementation requirements of the 
National Oceanic Atmospheric Administration Fisheries Bi-Op. 185,000 
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Facility Operations - Continues day-to day operations at Haystack, Wickiup, and Crane Prairie 
Reservoirs to include real time monitoring of the hydroinet system for flood control forecasting. 

Continues coordination of joint U.S. Forest Sei'vice and Reclamation recreation management actiyities at 
Haystack Reservoir. The U.S. Forest Service provides recreation management and operation and 
maintenance for the lands under Reclamation Jurisdiction through an interagency agreement. Continues 
an integrated pest management plan for control of aquatic weeds, noxious weeds, and other pest species, 
and law enforcement on lands under Reclamation for Haystack, Wickiup, and Crane Prairie Reservoirs. 

202,000 

Facility Maintenance and Rehabilitation - Begins minimum health and safety requirements on the West 
Shore of Haystack Reseiwoir. This work includes installation of proper signage, controlling off road 
vehicle use, protecting habitat through the placement of fencing and boundaiy boulders, constructing a 
new pier to replace the cun'ent non-compliant pier making it accessible to the physically challenged. 
Establishes a camp host site to discourage the illegal and damaging activities that are increasing at the 
Reservoir. 190,000 

Reclamation Request $826,000 

SEE APPENDIX FOR: Obligations by Function for Operating Projects 


Pacific Northwest Region -4! 


54826A 


02 / 22/2010 



1881 


Eastern Oregon Projects 

LOCATION: Baker Project is located in Baker and Union Counties, Oregon. Burnt River Project is 
located in Baker County, Oregon. The Owyhee Project lies west of the Snake River in Malheur County, 
Oregon, and Owyhee County, Idaho, The Vale Project is in Harney and Malheur county lands and 
located along the Malheur River and Willow Creek in east-central Oregon, surrounding the town of Vale. 

DESCRIPTION/ JUSTIFICATION: Reclamation has oveisight and management responsibilities of the 
transferred projects of Baker, Burnt River, Owyhee, and Vale. Funding for the Eastern Oregon Projects 
will allow for activities in the areas of land resources management and flood control, environmental work, 
water conservation, and recreation management. 

The Baker Project consists of two divisions, the Lower and the Upper. The Lower Division provides 
supplemental water supply for about 7,300 acres along the Powder River and the Upper Division provides 
supplemental water for 18,300 acres. The Burnt River Project consists of a storage dam and reservoir that 
provides water for supplemental irrigation of about 1 5,000 acres. The Owyhee Project furnishes 
irrigation water for 1 05,249 acres of land lying along the west side of the Snake River in eastern Oregon 
and southwestern Idaho. The key feature of the Owyhee Project is Owyhee Dam; other features include 
canals, laterals, pumping plants, and drains. The Vale Project furnishes irrigation water to 34,993 acres of 
land. Features include Agency Valley, Bully Creek, and Warm Springs Dams; canals; and drains. 

AUTHORIZATION: Reclamation Act of 1902, June 17, 1902 (Owhyee); P.L. 87-706, Upper Division, 
September 27, 1 962 (Baker Project); Vale Project was authorized by the President on October 21,1 926; 
P.L. 84-993 Emergency Relief Act, April 8, 1935 (Burnt River Project); P.L. 89-72, Federal Water 
Project Recreation Act of 1965, July 9, 1965, as amended by Title XXVIII of P.L. 102-575, Reclamation 
Recreation Management Act, October 30, 1992. 

PERFORMANCE INFORMATION; This project is aligned primarily with the following Department 
of the Interior’s Strategic Plan end outcome goals; (1) Deliver Water Consistent with Applicable State 
and Federal Law, in an Environmentally Responsible and Cost-Efficient Manner. The intermediate 
outcomes are: (a) Operate and Maintain a Safe and Reliable Water Infrastructure. The peiformance 
measure is Facilities Reliability, Water infrastructure are in fair to good condition as measured by the 
Facility Reliability Rating. The Activity Based Costing/Management alignment may include: 4H and 
5A-Operate and Maintain Dams/Water Storage Facilities, 8E-Manage Project Lands, 8K-lmplement 
Environmental Recommendations, and (b) Effective Water Management to Optimize Supply. The 
performance measure is Improvement in Water Supply (acre feet per year) Resulting from Management 
Agreements and Partnerships. The Activity Based Costing/Management alignment includes; 8J-Enhance 
Water Supply; and (2) Improve the Quality and Diversity of Recreation Experiences and Water 
Enjoyment on DOI Lands. The intennediate outcome is; Improve Capacities to Provide Access for 
Recreation. The performance measure is Increase Public Access to Recreation Areas. The Activity 
Based Costing/Management alignment may include; 50-Manage Recreation and SP-Operate and 
Evaluate Recreation Facilities. 
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SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 


Program Financial Data 


Activity 

FY 2010 

FY 2011 

Water and Energy Management and Development 

$133,000 

$163,000 

Land Management and Development 

180,000 

190,000 

Fish and Wildlife Management and Development 

230,000 

202,000 

Facility Operations 

210,000 

210,000 

Facility Maintenance and Rehabilitation 

52,000 

87,000 

Enacted/Request 

$805,000 

$852,000 

Non-Federal 

50,000 

70,000 

Prior Year Funds 

18,813 

0 

Total Program 

$873,813 

$922,000 

Prior Year Funds/Non-Federal/Other Federal 

(68,813) 

(70,000) 

Total Reclamation Allotment 

$805,000 

$852,000 


WORK PROPOSED FOR FY 2011: 

Water and Energy Management and Development - Project Water Consei'vation Assistance - 
Continues to provide project-wide support for planning and design of effective water management and 
conservation measures for irrigation districts working with Reclamation. The program provides 
measurable water management benefits through technical assistance and cost-share grants with districts to 
encourage more efficient use of water supplies and the practice of water conservation to aid in the 
protection of threatened and endangered species on the Eastern Oregon Projects. The program leverages 
limited funds to increase water use efficiency through appropriate planning, design and implementation of 
water conservation measures. Through these measures districts are better able to adapt to drought 
conditions, meet growing water demands, and reduce operating costs. Other - Continues general water 
management activities within Project boundaries. Continues activities related to the elimination of 
unauthorized use of water. 233,000 

Non-Federal - Local Irrigation Districts (70.000) 

Subtotal, Water and Energy Management and Development $163,000 

Land Management and Development - Land Management - Continues land management activities 
including resolving trespass issues; conducting field reviews of project-wide land base; resolving 
boundary disputes; repairing and replacing boundary markers; Issuing land use authorizations as 
requested by the public and other governmental agencies; acquiring and disposing of land interest for 
project purposes; controlling noxious weeds through integrated pest management programs; solving soil 
and moisture conservation problems; administering a grazing program; cleaning up dump sites that may 
contain hazardous waste; conducting surveys for cultural resources; and maintaining existing land 
records. Tliese activities include managing land use at Lake Ovryhee, coordinating land resource 
management activities with the Bureau of Land Management and Oregon State Parks, administering cabin 
site permits and meeting several cultural resource management needs and commitments at Lake Owyhee. 

190,000 

Fish and Wildlife Management and Development - Continues planning, design, and implementing 
activities for the protection offish and wildlife and their habitats. Includes biological evaluation and 
monitoring of grazing leases and rotating grazing schedules to prevent erosion. Continues response to 
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requests from natural resource agencies for project operational data relevant to fish and wildlife issues on 
the project. Continues review of other agencies’ National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) documents 
and plans which may affect project operations. Bioloeical Opinion Implementation - Continues 
implementation of the Biological Opinion (BiOp) issued in 2005 for Reclamation operations in the Upper 
Snake. Continues population monitoring, trap and transport activities as mitigation for entrainment for 
Endangered Species Act (ESA) listed bull trout. 202,000 

Facility Operations - Continues operation of hydromet stations, rainfall measurements, streamflow 
measurements, and early warning systems for flood conh'ol forecasting at various sites and projects 
throughout Eastern Oregon. Continues to fund streamgaging services provided by the U.S. Geological 
Survey and the State of Oregon as well as law enforcement services at Lake Owyhee recreation areas. 

210,000 


Facility Maintenance and Rehabilitation - Continues required annual inspections of High and 
Significant Hazard Dams. Continues technical assistance to the operating entities for completion of 
operations and maintenance recommendations resulting from the Associated and Dam Facility Reviews 
and assistance with selection of tlie proper methods and materials to assure compliance with Reclamation 
.standards. Continues dam instrumentation oversight, data tracking, and general investigations. Continues 
to upgrade non-accessible areas to bring project facilities into compliance with current accessibility 
standards. 87,000 

Reclamation Request $852,000 

SEE APPENDIX FOR: Obligations by Function for Operating Projects 


Pacific Northwest Region - 44 


54826A 


02 / 22/2010 



1884 


Endangered Species Recovery Implementation 

LOCATION: Region-wide, in the states of Idaho, Oregon, Washington, and portions of Montana and 
Wyoming. 

DESCRIPTION/JUSTIFICATION: This program supports consultation activities on certain 
Reclamation projects where no site-specific funding source exists, or where funding is insufficient or 
additional, support is required, and provides funding for unforeseen consultations. Reclamation is a 
principal operator of Federal water projects in the Pacific Northwest. The activities under this program 
reflect Reclamation’s proactive efforts to minimize the potential effects of Reclamation’s actions upon 
listed, proposed listings, and candidate species pursuant to Section 7 (aX I ) of the Endangered Species 
Act. This progiam also provides for necessary consultations that may arise due to new species listings 
and/or unanticipated work that may affect listed species. 

AUTHORIZATION: P.L. 93-205, Endangered Species Act of 1973, Section 7 (aXI), December 2g, 
1973, as amended. 

COMPLETION DATA: Not Applicable. This is an ongoing program, which will continue as long as 
conseivation and consultation efforts are needed. 

PERFORMANCE INFORMATION: This project is aligned primarily with the following Department 
of the Interior’s Stiategic Plan end outcome goal; (1) Deliver Water Consistent with Applicable Slate and 
Federal Law, in an Environmentally Responsible and Cost-Efficient Manner. The intermediate outcome 
is; Operate and Maintain a Safe and Reliable Water Infrastructure. The performance measure is 
Facilities Reliability, Water infrastructure are in fair to good condition as measured by the Facility 
Reliability Rating. The Activity Based Costing/Management alignment includes: 8K-lmplement 
Environmental Recommendations. 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 


Program Financial Data 


Activity 

FY 2010 

FY 201 1 

Fish and Wildlife Management and Development 

$190,000 

$250,000 

Enacted/Request 

$190,000 

$250,000 

Non-Federal 

0 

0 

Prior Year Funds 

1,880 

0 

Total Program 

$191,880 

$250,000 

Prior Year Funds/Non-Federal/Other Federal 

(1,880) 

0 

Total Reclamation Allotment 

$190,000 

$250,000 
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Emluni^tired Species Recovery Implemenlalton 


Total Cost Information 



Total Estimated 
Cost 

Total to 
9/30/09 

ARRA 

Funding; 

FY 2010 

FY 20 1 1 

Balance Tr 
Complete 

Reclamation 

N/A 

$14,605,486 

$0 

$190,000 

$250,000 

N/A 

Non-Federal 1/ 

N/A 

235,000 

0 

0 

0 

N/A 

Total 

N/A 

$14,840,486 

$0 

$190,000 

$250,000 

N/A 


U Non-Federal cost-sharing. 


WORK PROPOSED FOR FY 201 It 

Fish and Wildlife Management and Development - Continues support of consultation activities and the 
implementation of biological opinion requirenients on certain projects throughout the Pacific Northwest. 
Continues coordination with the National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration (NOAA Fisheries) 
and the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS) on development of biological opinions, new species 
listings, delistings, critical habitat designations, reintroductions, and recovery plans. Continues ESA- 
related litigation activities such as responding to Freedom of Information Act (FOIA) inquiries, creating 
administrative records, producing records during “discovei'y,” preparing for and filing depositions, and 
assisting the Solicitor’s Office and Department of Justice in legal activities. 

Reclamation Request $250,000 
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Hungi-y Horse Project 

LOCATION: Northwestern Montana within Flathead County. 

DESCRIPTION/JUSTIFICATION: The project consists of Hungry Horse Dam and Reservoir, a power 
plant with a generating capacity of 428,000 kilowatts and an aniuiai generation of 948.6 million kilowatt- 
haul's, and associated switchyard and transmission lines. The dam creates a large reservoir by storing 
water in times of heavy runoff to minimize downstream flooding. This stored water is released for power 
generation when the natural flow of the river is low. Downstream power benefits are of major importance 
since more than five times as much pow'er can be produced from water released downstream than can be 
produced at Hungry Horse Power Plant. Bonneville Power Administration (BPA) will directly fund power 
operations and maintenance costs through a separate Memorandum of Agreement. BPA will also directly 
fund major power replacements, additions, and improvements at the power plant and transmission facilities 
through subagreements. 

AUTHORIZATION; P.L. 78-329, Hungry Horse Dam, June 5, 1944; and authority to accept funding 
from the Bonneville Power Administration is found under Section 2406 of P.L. 102-486, the Energy 
Policy Act of 1 992, October 24, 1 992. 

PERFORMANCE INFORMATION: This project is aligned primarily with the following Department 
of the Interior’s Strategic Plan end outcome goals: (1) Deliver Water Consistent with Applicable State and 
Federal Law, in an Environmentally Responsible and Cost-Efficient Manner. The intermediate outcome 
is: Operate and Maintain a Safe and Reliable Water Infrastructure. The performance measure is Facilities 
Reliability, Water infrastructure are in fair to good condition as measured by the Facility Reliability Rating. 
The Activity Based Costing/Management alignment may include: 4H and 5A-Operate and Maintain 
Dams/Water Storage Facilities, 4J and 4M-Operatc and Maintain Conveyance Facilities; and (2) Energy, 
Manage or Influence Resource use to Enhance, Public Benefit, Responsible Development, and Economic 
Value. The intermediate outcomes include; Operate and Maintain Reliable, Safe, and Secure Power 
Facilities; Responsible Development; and Improve Power Generation Management to Maximize Supply. 
The performance measures all are those relating to power (Forced Outage, percent of time in forced 
outage; Facility Reliability, Hydropower facilities are in fair to good condition as measured by the 
Facilities Reliability Rating). The Activity Based Costing/Management alignment may include 4T and 4P- 
Operate and Maintain Hydropower Facilities. 
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Nitngiy Horse Projecl 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 


Program Financial Data 


Activity 

FY 2010 

FY 2011 

Facility Operations 

$300,000 

$366,000 

Facility Maintenance and Rehabilitation 

1,491,000 

336,000 

Enacted/Request 

$1,791,000 

$702,000 

Non-Federal 

0 

0 

Other Federal - BPA Direct Funding 

3,490,000 

3,620,000 

Other Federal - BPA Subagreements 

1,896,000 

2,539,000 

Other Federal - BPA Small Capital 

365,000 

325,000 

Prior Year Funds 

7,827 

0 

Total Program 

$7,549,827 

$7,186,000 

Prior Year Funds/Non-Federal/Other Federal 

(5,758,827) 

(6,484,000) 

Total Reclamation Allotment 

$1,791,000 

$702,000 


WORK PROPOSED FOR FY 2011: 

Facility Operations - Continues the day-to-day operations of Hungiy Horse Dam and Reservoir, including 
management activities of cultural resource properties. 

Power Items - Begins and completes replacement of the powerplant UPS (uninterruptable power source) 
system. Problems with the existing system would cause communication problems both inside and outside 
of the plant, and failure of the system would greatly impact emergency response. Continues replacement 
of the draft tube deck crane. The existing crane does not meet current crane standards. Continues day-to- 
day operations and maintenance of the Hungry Horse Powerplant and associated transmission facilities 
under direct funding agreement with Bonneville Power Administration. Maintenance items include 
replacement of small tools and equipment directly related to the power generation facility. 

4,3 1 1 ,000 

Other Federal - BPA Direct Funding (3,620,000) 

Other Federal - BPA Small Capital (’32S.000'l 

Subtotal, Facility Operations 5366,000 

Facility Maintenance and Rehabilitation - Begins and completes foundation drain cleaning. The 
foundation drains are required to be cleaned periodically as required by recent maintenance reviews. If the 
drains are not cleaned periodically then the risk increases for water to accumulate in the drains and the 
facility not being able to get the water removed when required. Begins and completes the left abutment 
rock scaling. This will reduce the amount of rocks falling onto the visitor parking lot and improve public 
safety. Begins repairs on the water tank access road. Maintenance on this road is required in order to have 
access to the water tank for maintenance activities year round. Continues the replacement of the SCADA 
system. Completes the Gantry Crane repainting. The crane is used to handle the penstock gate, hoist, and 
stem assemblies; as well as general maintenance work and installing and removing components of the 
selective intake structure. The exterior surfaces of the crane and the interior surfaces of the box frame have 
sustained paint damage and corrosion which would eventually render the crane unsafe, and also poses a 
lead exposure hazard to personnel. The decrease in funding is due to the completion of a major portion of 
work associated with repainting the gantry crane. 

Power Items - Continues the replacement of the Supervisory Control and Data Acquisition (SCADA) 
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Hungry Horse Project 

System. Completes replacement of the main unit breakers G I -G4. Completes replacement of the 
powerhouse roof, 2,875,000 

Other Federal - BPA Subagreements (2, 539,0001 

Subtotal, Facility Maintenance and Rehabilitation 

Reclamation Request 

SEE APPENDIX FOR: Obligations by Function for Operating Projects 
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Idaho Investigations Program 

LOCATION: The program includes all river basins within Idaho, except the Bear River in southeastern 
Idaho. 

DESCRIPTION/JUSTIFICATION: Reclamation frequently must coordinate interests among tribal, 
local, state, and other Federal agencies; water users, irrigation districts, industries, and other private sector 
organizations; and environmental groups to address emerging water, land, and other resource management 
issues in Idaho watersheds. These issues directly or indirectly affect management of Reclamation projects 
for inigation and drainage, flood control, power generation, recreation, and fish and wildlife. The Idaho 
Investigations Program provides a framework for Reclamation to participate with others or to conduct 
independent appraisal analysis through activities that focus on emerging problems, issues, needs, and 
opportunities. The program is considered an ongoing activity. 

There are several Reclamation storage projects in Idaho. The Boise Project in southwestern Idaho and the 
Minidoka Project in southeastern Idaho are two of the largest Reclamation projects in the State. Issues that 
confront Reclamation and other resource management interests in Idaho include: development and 
implementation of nutrient, bacteria, and temperature criteria as part of the Environmental Protection 
Agency’s Total Maximum Daily Load process to improve water quality in Idaho waterways and reservoirs 
for prescribed beneficial uses; meeting existing and new water supply demands as urban and industrial 
growth in and around Boise displaces agriculture as the predominant land use and economic base; 
providing technical assistance to local irrigators and irrigation districts to address conditions for 
anadromous salmon, native bull trout, and other endangered aquatic species; updating land use maps using 
satellite imagery and Geographic Information Systems (CIS) for hydrologic modeling purposes and to 
anticipate trends in water supply needs. 

Reclamation activities undertaken through this program support a large cooperative effort by stakeholders 
and other Federal local and State agencies to address and resolve water resource issues in the State of 
Idaho. Solutions or implementation activities that lead to infrastructure modifications in many cases are 
controlled by non-Federal partners who ultimately will fund and implement construction at their expense. 
Studies and investigations in this program continue to enhance Reclamation’s ability to address water, 
land, and other resource management challenges within the configuration of existing project infrastructure. 
Reclamation’s participation in these processes will include special studies, assessment studies and cost 
shared appraisal studies, but will not include feasibility studies. 

AUTHORIZATION: Reclamation Act of 1902, June 17, 1902. 

PERFORMANCE INFORMATION: This project is aligned primarily with the following Department 
of the Interior’s Strategic Plan end outcome goal: (I) Deliver Water Consistent with Applicable State and 
Federal Law, in an Environmentally Responsible and Cost-Efficient Manner. The intermediate outcome 
is: Effective Water Management to Optimize Supply. The performance measure is Improvement in Water 
Supply (acre feet per year) Resulting from Management Agreements and Partnerships. The Activity Based 
Costing/Management alignment includes: 22-Plan for Water and Related Resource Use. 
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Idaho Invesligaliom Program 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 


Program Financial Data 


1 Activity 

FY 2010 

F;Y20U I 

1 Water and Energy Management and Development 

$285,000 

$390,000 1 

Enacted/Request 

$285,000 

$390,000 1 

Non-Federal 

235,000 

340,000 

1 Prior Year Funds 

2,833 

0 

Total Program 

$522,833 

$730,000 

1 Prior Year Funds/Non-Federal/Other Federal 

(237,833) 

(340,000) 

1 Total Reclamation Allotment 

$285,000 

$390,000 


COST-SHARING: Cost-sliare partners include the State of Idaho, local interests, Bonneville Power 
Administration (BPA), irrigation entities, and Indian tribes. 

WORK PROPOSED FOR FY 2011: 

Water and Energy Management and Development - Upper Snake Basin Water Supply Appraisal 
Studies - Continues activities to evaluate concepts which provide water to meet water resource needs 
throughout the Snake River basin. This activity will evaluate separate water supply options in the Boise, 
Payette, Mid and Upper Snake areas. This activity specifically explores options and alternatives that 
address increasing demands on the surface and groundwater supplies and conflicts between water users, 
urban growth, and endangered species act (ESA) in the state of Idaho. Tlte geographic extent of the Snake 
River basin requires a comprehensive review of the basin versus a limited scope of study addressing only 
one paiticular issue. Options may range from water tense, additional storage, and reevaluating space 
allocations to market concepts and conservation. (FY 2005 - FY 2016) 250,000 

Non-Federal - See above (125,000) 

125.000 

Lewiston Orchards Irrigation District Optimization Study - Continues a study that will address significant 
issues in the project area such as the convergence of urban growth, increased water needs, and conflict 
between water uses along with the presence of ESA listed steelhead. This activity examines the operation 
of the Lewiston Orchards project to optimize withdrawals while balancing impacts on the environment and 
benefits to the community the project serves. This study aims to gain a better understanding of future 
urbanization growth potential, limited water supply, effects on the environment, and Indian trust assets 
which all factor into the complexities of operations. The project will develop and assess alternatives such 
as upgrading technology and varied conseiwation applications to meet future ESA water demands within 
. current project configuration, (FY 2008 - FY 2014) 230,000 

Non-Federal - See above (1 15,000) 

1 1 5.000 

Lower Boise River Ecological Based System Management (EBSM) - Continues data collection and 
analysis of hydrological regimes and other measures needed to address water quality, ecology, and flooding 
issues on the lower Boise River. The data collection and analysis will evaluate ecological functions, 
identify operational constraints and may lead to revised flows. 
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Idaho Invesdgaftons Program 


Future years would continue monitoring activities in accordance with recommendations of findings from 
previous years. (FY 200S - FY 2012) 


Non-Federal - See above 


200,000 
n 00.000) 
100,000 


Program Management Activities - Continues overall program management activities, support and 
guidance, review of ongoing activities with existing partners, and activities that do not require cost-share 
partners. (Ongoing) 50,000 

Reclamation Request $390,000 
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Lewiston Orchards Project 

LOCATION; The Lewiston Orchards Project is located near the confluence of the Clearwater and Snake 
Rivers in Nez Perce County, Idaho. The project was constructed by the Bureau of Reclamation apd the 
operation and maintenance has been transferred to the Lewiston Orchards Irrigation District. The lands 
served by the project lie entirely within the city of Lewiston, Idaho. A majority of the water for the 
Lewiston Orchards Project comes from the Craig mountain watershed located on Nez Perce Reservation 
lands. 

DESCRIPTION/JUSTIFICATION; Most of the project features have been rehabilitated or rebuilt by 
Reclamation. The project facilities include the Webb Creek Diversion Dam, Sweetwater Diversion Dam, 
West Fork Sweetwater Diversion Dam, feeder canals, three small storage reservoirs (Soldiers Meadows, 
Reseiwoir “A” and Lake Waha), a domestic water treatment plant (no longer in use), a domestic water 
system and a system for the distribution of irrigation water. A full irrigation water supply is delivered to 
project lands totaling about 3,827 acres, and a dependable domestic water system is provided for 
approximately 1 8,000 customers. The Lewiston Orchards Irrigation District is the operating entity for the 
Lewiston Orchards Project. 

AUTHORIZATION: The Lewiston Orchards Project was found to be feasible by the Acting Secretaiy 
of the Interior on May 31, 1946, pursuant to the Reclamation Project Act of 1939. However, before the 
Secretary’s report was submitted to Congress, the act of July 31, 1946 (60 Stat. 717) specifically 
authorized construction of the project. Federal Water Project Recreation Act of 1965, July 9,1965, as 
amended by Reclamation Recreation Management Act of 1992, Title XXVIll of P.L. 1 02-575; P.L. 93- 
205, Endangered Species Act of 1973, December 28, 1973 as amended; P.L. 97-293, Reclamation Reform 
Act of 1982, as amended; P.L. 85-624, Fish and Wildlife Coordination Act of 1958 

PERFORMANCE INFORMATION: This project is aligned primarily with the following Department 
of the Interior’s Strategic Plan end outcome goal: (I) Deliver Water Consistent with Applicable State and 
Federal Law, in an Environmentally Responsible and Cost-Efficient Manner. The intermediate outcomes 
are: (a) Operate and Maintain a Safe and Reliable Water Infrastructure. The performance measure is 
Facilities Reliability, Water infrastructure are in fair to good condition as measured by the Facility 
Reliability Rating. The Activity Based Costing/Management alignment may include: 4H and 5A- 
Operate and Maintain Dams/Water Storage Facilities, 8E-Manage Project Lands, 8K-lmplement 
Environmental Recommendations, and (b) Effective Water Management to Optimize Supply. The 
performance measure is Improvement in Water Supply (acre feet per year) Resulting from Management 
Agreements and Partnerships. The Activity Based Costing/Management alignment includes; 8J-Enhance 
Water Supply; and (2) Improve the Quality and Diversity of Recreation Experiences and Water 
Enjoyment on DOl Lands. The intermediate outcome is: Improve Capacities to Provide Access for 
Recreation. The performance measure is Increase Public Access to Recreation Areas. The Activity 
Based Costing/Management alignment may include: 50-Manage Recreation and 5P-Operate and 
Evaluate Recreation Facilities. 
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Lewiston Orchards Project 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 


Program Financial Data 


Activity 

FY 2010 

FY 2011 

Water and Energy Management and Development 

$72,000 

$•72,000 

Land Management and Development 

90,000 

90,000 

Fish and Wildlife Management and Development 

1,009,000 

559,000 

Facility Operations 

25,000 

25,000 

Facility Maintenance and Rehabilitation 

4,000 

80,000 

Enacted/Request 

$1,200,000 

$826,000 

Non-Federal 

25,000 

25,000 

Prior Year Funds 

10,447 

0 

Total Program 

$1,235,447 

$851,000 

Prior Year Funds/Non-Federal/Other Federal 

(35,447) 

(25,000) 

Total Reclamation Allotment 

$1,200,000 

$826,000 


WORK PROPOSED FOR FY 2011; 

Water and Energy Management and Development - Project Water Conservation Assistance - 
Continues to provide project-wide support for planning, design, and implementation of effective water 
management and conservation measures with Reclamation water districts. The program provides 
measurable water management benefits through technical assistance and cost-share grants with districts to 
encourage more efficient use of water supplies and the practice of water conseivation to aid in the 
protection of threatened and endangered species on the Lewiston Orchards Project. The program 
leverages limited funds to increase water use efficiency through appropriate planning, design and 
implementation of water conservation measures. Through these measures districts are better able to adapt 
to drought conditions, meet growing water demands, and reduce operating costs. Other - Continues 
general water and energy management activities within the Lewiston Orchards Project boundaries. 
Continues activities related to the elimination of unauthorized use of water. $97,000 
Non-Federal - Local Irrigation Districts f25.000'> 

Subtotal, Water and Energy Management and Development $72,000 

Land Management and Development - Land Resource Management - Continues general land 
management activities. All of the facilities are federally owned and under Reclamation’s jurisdiction. 
These activities include coordinating land resource management activities with the irrigation district and 
Nez Perce County; administering permits (cabin sites, consent-to-use, rights-of-way) and leases (grazing, 
mineral, gravel pits); constructing and maintaining fencing; conducting land and cadastral sui"veys; and 
meeting cultural resource management needs and commitments. 90,000 

Fish and Wildlife Management and Development - Continues implementation activities for the 
protection of fish and wildlife and their habitats. Continues project involvement to respond to requests 
from natural resource agencies for project operational data relevant to fish and wildlife issues on the 
project. Continues review of other agency National Environmental Policy Act documents and plans 
which may affect project operations. Biological Opinion Imnlementation - The 2006 Biological Opinion 
(BiOp) from the National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration (NOAA Fisheries) was remanded in 
2008. A new BiOp is scheduled to be in place January 31, 2010. These activities continue 
implementation of BiOp requirements for the protection of ESA listed steelhead. Continues activities to 
monitor and report on incidental take such as temperature monitoring and stream flow gauging. 

Continues implementation of Reasonable and Prudent Measure (RPM) to minimize incidental take such 
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Lewiston Orchards Project 

as fish population surveys and habitat suitability studies that contribute to a better understanding of 
project impacts on fish and wildlife. 559,000 

Facility Operations - Continues funding for the review, investigation and reporting of public safety and 
security issues, hydromct system operation and maintenance costs, and safety and boundaiy fence 
maintenance at recreation sites. 25,000 

Facility Maintenance and Rehabilitation - Begins to upgrade non-accessible areas to bring project 
facilities into compliance with current accessibility standards. Continues required annual inspections of 
High and Significant Hazard Dams. Continues technical assistance to the operating entities for 
completion of operations and maintenance recommendations resulting from the Associated and Dam 
Facility Reviews and assistance with selection of the proper methods and materials to assure compliance 
with Reclamation standards. Continues dam instrumentation oversight, data tracking, and general 
investigations. The funding increase is due to initiation of accessibility activities to bring non-accessible 
areas at project facilities into compliance with current accessibility standards. 80,000 

Reclamation Request $826,000 


SEE APPENDIX FOR: Obligations by Function for Operating Projects 
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Minidoka Area Projects 

LOCATION: Southeastern Idaho, Eastern Idaho, and a small portion of western Wyoming. 

DESCRIPTION/JUSTIFICATION: Features of this project consist of eight multipurpose dams, which 
provide irrigation to about 1 .2 million acres of land, and reservoirs (including Minidoka, American Falls, 
Jackson Lake, Island Park, Grassy Lake, Palisades, Ririe, and Little Wood); two wildlife mitigation areas; 
recreation areas on four reservoirs; 1 80,000 acres of land administered for project purposes; and two 
powerplants with a combined generating capacity of 195,900 kilowatts and annual generation of about 
902 million kilowatt-houre and their associated switchyard and transmission lines. Other storage water 
delivery systems are operated by the water users. Funding is provided by the Bonneville Power 
Administration (BPA) for all power operation and maintenance expenses, including replacements, 
additions, and extraordinary maintenance. 

AUTHORIZATION: Reclamation Act of 1902, June 1 7, 1902 (Minidoka, American Falls, Jackson 
Lake, Island Park and Grassy Lake); P.L. 69-541, Interior Department Appropriation Act for 1928, 

January 12, 1927; P.L. 76-260, Reclamation Project Act of 1939, August 4, 1939; P.L. 81-864, 
Reclamation Act of September 30, 1950 (Palisades); P.L. 84-993, Little Wood River Project Act, 

August 6, 1956 (Little Wood); P.L. 85-624, Fish and Wildlife Coordination Act of 1958, August 12,1958; 
P.L. 87-874, Flood Control Act of 1962, October 23, 1962 (Ririe); P.L. 88-583, Lower Teton Division, 
Teton Basin, September 7, 1964; P.L. 89-72, Federal Water Project Recreation Act of 1965, July 9, 1965 
as amended by Reclamation Recreation Management Act, Title XXVIII of P.L. 1 02-575, October 30, 

1992; P.L. 92-500, Federal Water Pollution Control Act, October 18, 1972; P.L. 93-905, Endangered 
Species Act of 1973, December 28, 1973; and P.L. 93-523, Safe Drinking Water Act, as amended, 
December 1, 1974; P.L. 97-293, Title II, Reclamation Reform Act, October 12,1982, as amended; and 
P.L. 1 04-266, Reclamation Recycling and Water Conservation Act of 1 996, October 9, 1 996. Authority 
to accept funding from the Bonneville Power Administration is found under Section 2406 of P.L. 1 02- 
486, the Energy Policy Act of 1992, October 24, 1992. 

PERFORMANCE INFORMATION; Tiiis project is aligned primarily with the following Department 
of the Interior’s Strategic Plan end outcome goals: (I) Deliver Water Consistent with Applicable State 
and Federal Law, in an Environmentally Responsible and Cost-Efficient Manner. The intermediate 
outcomes are: (a) Operate and Maintain a Safe and Reliable Water Infrastructure. The performance 
measure is Facilities Reliability, Water infrastructure are in fair to good condition as measured by the 
Facility Reliability Rating. The Activity Based Costing/Management alignment may include: 4H and 
5A-Operate and Maintain Dams/Water Storage Facilities, 4J and 4M-Operate and Maintain Conveyance 
Facilities, 8E-Manage Project Lands, and 8K-lmplement Environmental Recommendations and (b) 
Effective Water Management to Optimize Supply. The perfomiance measure is Improvement in Water 
Supply (acre feet per year) Resulting from Management Agreements and Partnerships. The Activity 
Based Costing/Management alignment includes: 8J-Enbance Water Supply; and (2) Energy, Manage or 
Influence Resource use to Enhance, Public Benefit, Responsible Development, and Economic Value. The 
intermediate outcomes include: Operate and Maintain Reliable, Safe, and Secure Power Facilities; 
Responsible Development; and Improve Power Generation Management to Maximize Supply. The 
performance measures all are those relating to power (Forced Outage, percent of time in forced outage; 
Facility Reliability, Hydropower facilities are in fair to good condition as measured by the Facilities 
Reliability Rating. The Activity Based Costing/ManagemenI alignment may include 4T and 4P-Operate 
and Maintain Hydropower Facilities; and (3) Improve the Quality and Diversity of Recreation 
Experiences and Water Enjoyment on DOI Lands. The intermediate outcome is; Improve Capacities to 
Provide Access for Recreation. The performance measure is Increase Public Access to Recreation Areas. 
The Activity Based Costing/Management alignment may include: SO-Manage Recreation and 5P-Operate 
and Evaluate Recreation Facilities. 
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Minidoka Area Projects 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 


Program Financial Data 


Activity 

FY2010 

FY 2011 

Water and Energy Management and Development 

$620,000 

$620,000 

Land Management and Development 

1,245,000 

1,350,000 

Fish and Wildlife Management and Development 

715,000 

931,000 

Facility Operations 

1,739,000 

1,980,000 

Facility Maintenance and Rehabilitation 

2,532,000 

330,000 

Enacted/Request 

$6,851,000 

$5,21 1,000 

Non-Federal 

3,766,000 

2,553,000 

Other Federal - BPA Direct Funding 

6,725,000 

6,953,000 

Other Federal - BPA Subagreements 

162,000 

1,549,000 

Other Federal - BPA Small Capital 

100,000 

100,000 

Prior Year Funds 

13,878 

0 

Total Program 

$17,617,878 

$16,366,000 

Prior Year Funds/Non Federal 

(10,766,878) 

(11,155,000) 

Total Reclamation Allotment 

$6,851,000 

$5,211,000 


WORK PROPOSED FOR FY 2011 : 

Water and Energy Management and Development - Project Water Conservation Assistance - 
Continues to provide project-wide support for planning, design, and implementation of effective water 
management and conservation measures with Reclamation water districts. The program provides 
measurable water management benefits through technical assistance and cost-share grants with districts to 
encourage more efficient use of water supplies and the practice of water conservation to aid in the 
protection of threatened and endangered species on the Minidoka Area Projects. The program leverages 
limited funds to increase water use efficiency through appropriate planning, design and implementation of 
water conservation measures. Through these measures districts are better able to adapt to drought 
conditions, meet growing water demands, and reduce operating costs. Other - Continues to provide 
resources to monitor unauthorized use of water. Continues cooperative efforts between Reclamation, 
irrigation disfricts, and the State of Idaho by monitoring water quality and quantity. Continues 
development of conservation partnership agreements with Minidoka Project water contractors and othere 
to foster improved water management. 720,000 

Non-Federal - Various ( 100.000~) 

Subtotal, Water and Energy Management and Development $620,000 

Land Management and Development - Land Management - Continues general land management 
activities associated with project lands. Continues to meet customer seivice requests on a daily basis 
including issuing crossing agreements, right-of-way agreements, and leases and other administiative land 
issues in a timely manner. Continues work to efficiently resolve land use conflicts and trespass issues. 
Continues with disposal of lands not needed for project purposes. Continues updating the withdrawal 
review reports and submitting necessary hazardous material surveys for lands to be relinquished. 
Continues improvements to the efficiency of data management on project lands through the use of 
Geographic Information System (GIS). Continues to ensure compliance with Endangered Species Act 
(ESA), National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA), and Native American Treaty Rights in addressing all 
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Minidoka Area Projec ts 

land management issues. Continues to coordinate invasive weed species management efforts with 
cooperative weed management entities throughout the Minidoka Project. 

Subtotal, Land Management and Development 1,350,000 


Fish and Wildlife Management and Development - Continues fish and wildlife mitigation requirements 
at Ririe and Teton. Continues compliance with Endangered Species Act requirements identified in the 
FWS 2005 BiOp by monitoring operational impacts on the Middle Snake Snails (Utah Valvata) and 
Snake River physa snails identified during intensive suiweys in tlie Snake River below Minidoka Dam in 
2008. Continues compliance with the NMFS 2005 BiOp by coordinating, reporting, and implementing 
the flow augmentation program. Continues review of other agency National Environmental Policy Act 
(NEPA) documents and plans which may affect project operations. Continues activities for the protection 
of fish and wildlife and their habitats. Reclamation Recreation Management Act. Title XXV 1 11 - 
Continues work with Idaho Department of Fish and Game in the Cartier Slough Wildlife Management 
Area to provide noxious weed control in an environmentally friendly manner. These activities will be 
implemented through cost share partnerships. 937,000 

Non-Federal - Various (6.0001 

Subtotal, Fish and Wildlife Management and Development 931,000 

Facility Operations - Continues routine day-to-day operations at project facilities at Jackson Lake Dam, 
American Falls Dam, Ririe Dam, Minidoka Dam, and Palisades Dam and their associated reservoirs. 
Continues operation of recreation areas at four reservoirs. Provides for continued funding for erosion 
control work at American Falls Reservoir. Continues to support monitoring of South Fork Snake River 
flow releases for the maximum use and benefits of water within operational flexibility. 


Power Items - Continues funding of the day-to-day operations of Minidoka, Palisades and Inman 
powerplants under the direct funding agreement with Bonneville Power Administration. 

11,436,000 

Other Federal - BPA Direct Funding (6,953,000) 

Other Federal - BPA Small Capital (100,000) 

Non-Federal - Various ( 2.403.0001 

Subtotal, Facility Operations 1,980,000 

Facility Maintenance and Rehabilitation - Begins and completes replacement of gate controller at Ririe 
dam. Failure to fund will result in deteriorating equipment and increased maintenance costs. Continues 
funding for High-and Significant-Hazard dam reviews/examinations (Annual Site Inspections, Periodic 
Facility Reviews, etc.). Continues dam instrumentation oversight, data tracking, and general 
investigations that are common to all five reserved works. Continues to upgrade non-accessible areas to 
bring project facilities into compliance with Americans with Disabilities Act requirements. The specific 
tasks and methods of perfomiing these upgrades will be determined on an individual activity basis. 
Continues extraordinary maintenance for stilling basin repairs at Palisades dam. Failure to fund will 
result in increased repair and maintenance costs to the spillway. 


Power Items - Continues replacement of the turbine runners at Palisades. 

1,923,000 

Other Federal - BPA Subagreements ( 1 ,549,000) 

Non-Federal - Various (44.0001 

Subtotal, Facility Maintenance and Rehabilitation 33Q.00Q 


Reclamation Request 


55,211,000 


SEE APENDIX FOR: Obligations by Function for Operating Projects 
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Montana Investigations Program 

LOCATION: River basins in the State of Montana on the west slope of the Continental Divide. This 
includes the Clark Fork Watershed with major tributaries such as the Flathead River, the Bitterroot River, 
the Blackfoot River, Rock Creek and Flint Creek. In this watershed there are three Reclamation irrigation 
projects: (!) The Bitterroot Project which provides irrigation water for 16,665 acres of bench lands 
surrounding the town of Stevensville and is located on the east side of the Bitterroot River; (2) The 
Frenchtown Project consists of the Frenchtown Diversion Dam on the side channel of the Clark Fork 
River and irrigates approximately 4,600 acres of land; and (3) the Big Flat Unit of the Missoula Valley 
Project which furnishes irrigation water from the Bitterroot River for 780 acres of land. Also in this 
watershed is Reclamation’s Hungry Horse Project which is located on the South Fork of the Flathead 
River. Benefits derived from the Hungiy Horse Project are hydroelectric power, flood control, recreation, 
and fish and wildlife. 

DESCRIPTION/JUSTIFICATION: Reclamation frequently must coordinate interests among tribal, 
local, state, and other Federal agencies, water irsers, irrigation districts, industries, other private sector 
organizations, and environmental groups to address emerging water, land, and other resource 
management issues in Montana watersheds. These issues directly or indirectly affect management of 
Reclamation projects for irrigation and drainage, flood control, power generation, recreation, and fish and 
wildlife. The Montana Investigations Program provides a framework for Reclamation to participate with 
others or to conduct independent appr aisal analysis through activities that focus on pertinent problems, 
issues, needs, and opportunities as they occur. The progr am is considered an ongoing activity. 

Reclamation has been requested by the State of Montana to cooper ate in river basin studies that focus on 
the long-term sustainability of water supplies used by communities and water sheds. Reclamation will 
cooperate with Montana, as well as Native American tribes, irrigation districts, and local water user 
irrter ests to develop sustainable and cost-effective water supply strategies. While the Rocky Mountains 
generally provide enough snowmelt to fill reservoirs and provide instream flows thr-ough June or mid- 
July, late summer and fall flows are not adequate to meet instream needs. Improved strategies for 
existing water resoutx:es are needed to address all water-related needs. The types of water r esour ce 
pr'oblerns addressed are influenced by the listing, or potential listing, of anadromous fish, bull trout, and 
cutthroat trout under the Endangered Species Act (ESA). Specific studies or activities under this pr ogram 
ar e intended to support activities and programs to be implemented by non-Federal partners at their 
expense. They are not intended to be traditional feasibility studies nor require Feder al appropriations for 
the implementation phase of potential solutions. 

In June 1995, Reclamation signed a multi-agency Memorandum of Understanding with the State of 
Montana to establish a gener al framework for participation, interaction, and coordination among the 
cooperators to forge new partnerships with local communities and other affected interests for achieving 
more successfully the common goal of developing and implementing sustainable str ategies within 
Montana's watersheds and ecosystems. This program supports Reclamation's participation in that multi- 
agency effort. 

AUTHORIZATION: Reclamation Act of 1 902, June 1 7, 1 902. 

PERFORMANCE INFORMATION: This project is aligned primarily with the following Department 
of the Interior’s Strategic Plan end outcome goal: (1) Deliver Water Consistent with Applicable State and 
Federal Law, in an Environmentally Responsible and Cost-Efficient Manner. The intermediate outcome 
is: Effective Water Management to Optimize Supply. The perfor mance measure is Improvement in 
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Montana Invesligaliom Piograin 

Water Supply (acre feet per year) Resulting from Management Agreements and Partnerships, The 
Activity Based Costing/Manageinent alignment includes; 22-PIan for Water and Related Resource Use. 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 


Program Financial Data 


Activity 

FY 2010 

FY 2011 

Water and Energy Management and Development 

$48,000 

$20,000 

Enacted/Request 

$48,000 

$20,000 

Non-Fedcral 

0 

0 

Prior Year Funds 

1,314 

0 

Total Program 

$49,314 

$20,000 

Prior Year Funds/Non-Federal/Other Federal 

(1,314) 

(0) 

I'otal Reclamation Allotment 

$48,000 

$20,000 


COST-SHARING: Cost-share partners include the Montana Department of Natural Resources and 


Conservation; Montana Fish, Wildlife and Parks; Montana Department of Transportation; other Montana 
agencies; other public entities; and local interests such as the Big Hole River Watershed Committee, 
National Fish and Wildlife Foundations Bring Back the Natives program and irrigation districts. Certain 
coordination activities, including consultation with other Federal agencies, do not require cost-share. 

WORK PROPOSED FOR FY 20H: 

Water and Energy Management and Development - Program Management Activities - Continues 
overall progratn management activities, support and guidance, review of ongoing activities with existing 
partners, and activities that do not require cost-share partners. (Ongoing) 20,000 

Subtotal Water and Energy Management and Development S20.00Q 

Reclamation Request $20,000 
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Oregon Investigations Program 

LOCATION: The program includes all river basins within Oregon except the Klamath River basin in 
southern Oregon. 

DESCRIPT10N/.IUSTIFICATI0N: The objective of this ongoing program is to provide the framework 
for Reclamation to participate with other entities or to conduct independent analysis to carry out a defined 
resource manageinent investigations program for river basins in Oregon. The program has multiple 
activities, goals, deliverables, and provides the structure to focus on emerging problems, issues, needs, and 
opportunities as they occur. The program is considered an ongoing activity and will have an indefinite end 
date; however, individual work activities, within the program will have beginning and end dates with 
specified activity products, deliverables, and documentation. Reclamation frequently must coordinate 
interests among tribal, local, state, and other Federal agencies, water users, irrigation districts, industries, 
other private sector organizations; and environmental groups to address emerging water, land, and other 
resource management issues in Oregon w'atersheds. These issues directly or indirectly affect management 
of Reclamation projects for irrigation and drainage, flood control, power generation, recreation, and fish 
and wildlife. The Oregon Investigations Program provides a framework for Reclamation to participate 
with others or to conduct independent appraisal analysis through activities that focus on pertinent 
problems, issues, needs, and opportunities as they occur. 

Many of Oregon’s water resource problems addressed by the program arc driven by the listing, or potential 
listing, of fish under the Endangered Species Act (ESA). Irrigation districts, the Governor’s Natural 
Resources Policy Office, environmental groups. Native American tribes, and other public interest groups 
are working together under the organization of watershed councils to resolve issues associated with 
providing adequate stream flows and spawning and rearing habitat for listed and candidate species. Many 
of Reclamation’s current activities in Oregon are directed toward these recovery efforts and contribute 
significantly to the state’s recovery plan. 

Reclamation activities undertaken through this program support a larger, cooperative process which, in 
many cases, is controlled by non-Federal partners who ultimately will implement solutions to address 
water, land, and otlier resource management challenges. Reclamation participation in this process will 
include cost-shared appraisal studies, but will not include feasibility studies that normally would portend 
Federal appropriations for an implementation phase, 

AUTHORIZATION; Reclamation Act of 1902, June 17, 1902. 

PERFORMANCE INFORMATION: This project is aligned primarily with the following Department 
of the Interior’s Strategic Plan end outcome goal: ( I ) Deliver Water Consistent with Applicable State and 
Federal Law, in an Environmentally Responsible and Cost-Efficient Manner. The intermediate outcome 
is: Effective Water Management to Optimize Supply. The performance measure is Improvement in Water 
Supply (acre feet per year) Resulting from Management Agreements and Partnerships. The Activity Based 
Costing/Management alignment includes: 22-Plan for Water and Related Resource Use. 
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Oregon Invesligaliom Program 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 


Program Financial Data 


Activity 

FY 2010 

FY2011 1 

Water and Energy Management and Development 

$400,000 

$157,000 1 

Enacted/Request 

$400,000 

$157,000 1 

Non-Federal 

250,000 

107,000 

Prior Year Funds 

319,126 

0 1 

Total Pro.gram 

$969,126 

$264,000 1 

Prior Year Funds/Non-Federal/Other Federal 

(569,126) 

(107,000)1 

Total Reclamation Allotment 

$400,000 

$157,000 1 


COST-SHARING; Cost-share partners include the State of Oregon (Oregon Watershed Enhancement 
Board), Oregon Water Resources Congress, Confederated Tribes of the Warm Springs Indian Reservation 
of Oregon, Confederated Tribes of the Umatilla Indian Reservation, local irrigation districts, and watershed 
councils. Certain coordination activities including consultation with other Federal agencies do not require 
cost-share. 

WORK PROPOSED FOR FY 2011: 

Water and Energy Management and Development - Prineville Reservoir Reallocation Study - Resumes 
the special study to reallocate the uncontracted storage space in Prineville Reservoir, a feature of the 
Crooked River Project. Previous accomplishments include the development of an operational model that 
evaluates alternatives and coordinating efforts with cooperating entities so that Reclamation can develop 
alternatives. Increasing population growth in central Oregon is placing a great strain on existing water 
supplies. The uncontracted water stored at Prineville Reservoir is seen as a part of a solution to the need 
for additional municipal and industrial supplies while maintaining traditional agricultural uses and meeting 
environmental and quality of life goals. Because of the reintroduction of anadromous species into the 
basin, it is anticipated at least some of the uncontracted water will be requested to mitigate for project 
impacts to these species. The investigation is needed to achieve a consensus solution to the competing 
demands for the available water supplies and to support the proposed solution with scientific analysis. 
Without a sound scientific analysis of the impacts from various allocation alternatives, fisheries agencies 
may require more water to be used for mitigation purposes than is usually necessary to meet these 
agencies’ goals. (FY 2000 - FY 20 1 3) 11 4,000 

Non-Federal - Various (57,000) 

57.000 

Rogue River Fish Passage - Continues engineering services for the design of fisli passage facilities and 
alternative diversion structures for water users in the basin, as required to mitigate for impacts from Rogue 
River Project operations on ESA listed coho salmon and other anadromous fish species. Continues 
collaboration with the State, local watershed councils. Rogue River Project irrigation districts, and other 
Federal agencies to identify prion'ty projects, agree on appropriate designs, and implement specific 
projects. In FY 2007 the local program partners updated their list of fish passage barriers to incorporate 
the latest available data. The technical assistance program has been extended by one-year to help address 
the additional needs identified through this updating process. (FY 2009 - FY 2013) 

100.000 

Non-Federal - Various (50,000) 

50,000 
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Or egon Invesligaiioris Program 

Program Management Activities - Continues overall program management activities, support, and 
guidance; development of new partnerships and review of ongoing activities with existing partners; and 
activities that do not require cost-share partners. (Ongoing) 50,000 

Reclamation Request $157,000 
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Rogue River Basin Project, Talent Division 

LOCATION: Southwestern Oregon, near Ashland, Oregon within Jackson County. 

DESCRIPTION/JUSTIFICATION: This project consists of seven dams and reseivoirs, and more than 
450 miles of associated canal and laterals, plus 16 diversion dams that are operated and maintained by the 
Medford, Rogue River Valley, and Talent Irrigation Districts. An extensive collection, diversion, storage, 
and conveyance system was constructed to carry excess waters of the Rogue River and Klamath River 
basins to irrigated lands in the Medford area. Extensive rehabilitation of existing project features was 
also included in the project authorizations. Under contract with the United States, Talent Irrigation 
District operates and maintains Joint-use storage and canal facilities. The Joint-use features include Hyatt 
Dam, Emigrant Dam, Keene Creek Dam, Howard Prairie Dam collection and delivery canal systems, plus 
eight smaller diversion dams. 

In addition, Reclamation, with funding from Bonneville Power Administration, operates Green Springs 
Powerplant, another main feature of the project, which has a generating capacity of 16,000 kilowatts and 
generates about 70 million kilowatt-hours annually. Recla(nation also provides maintenance of the 
project-wide hydromet system for flood control forecasting, Tyler Creek waste way, and water 
conseivation measures. 

Other project activities consist of Reclamation’s efforts to provide continued flood control forecasting, 
water conservation, activities related to resolving unauthorized use of water, pest management, 
environmental audits, law enforcement, right-of-way issues related to urbanization and property 
development, and recreation management of the areas on Reclamation lands at Emigrant, Hyatt, Howard 
Prairie, Keene Creek, and Agate Reservoirs. The reseivoirs serve the area of Southwest Oregon including 
the cities of Medford and Ashland. The dams and project distribution facilities are operated by the water 
users. 

AUTHORIZATION: P.L. 46, Soil Conseivation and Domestic Allotment Act, April 27, 1935; P.L. 81- 
335, Rehabilitation and Betterment Act, October 7, 1949; P.L. 83-606, Talent Division and Rehabilitation 
Works, Rogue River Basin Project, August 20, 1954; P.L. 87-727, Additional Features, Talent Division, 
Rogue River Basin Project, October 1, 1962; P.L. 85-624, Fish and Wildlife Coordination Act of 1958, 
August 12, 1958; P.L. 90-583, Noxious Plant Conti'ol, Carson-Foley Act (43 U.S.C. 1241 et. Seq.) 
Chapter 28, Sec. 1241, October 17, 1968; P.L. 93-205, Endangered Species Act of 1973, December 29, 
1973, as amended; P.L. 93-251, Water Resource Development Act, March 7, 1974; P.L. 89-72, Federal 
Water Project Recreation Act of 1965, July 9, 1965 as amended by Reclamation Recreation Management 
Act, Title XXVIH of P.L. 102-575, October 30, 1992; P.L. 97-293, Title II, Reclamation Reform Act, 
October 1 2, 1 982, as amended; Archeological and Historic Preservation Act of 1 974, May 24, 1 974; P.L. 
90-480, Architectural Barriers Act of 1968, August 12, 1968, 82 Stat. 718 (42 U.S.C. 4151 et seq.); P.L. 

1 04-266, Reclamation Recycling and Water Conservation Act of 1 996, October 9, 1 996; Authority to 
accept funding from the Bonneville Power Administration is found under Section 2406 of P.L. 102-486, 
the Energy Policy Act of 1 992, October 24, 1 992; Order 1 3007, Indian Sacred Sites, May 24, 1996; P.L. 
107-69, Law Enforeement Services, 41 U.S.C. 253(c)(1) as implemented by FAR 6.302-1 .(a).(2), 
November 12, 2001 . 

PERFORMANCE INFORMATION: This project is aligned primarily with the following Department 
of the Interior’s Strategic Plan end outcome goals: (I) Deliver Water Consistent with Applicable State 
and Federal Law, in an Environmentally Responsible and Cost-Efficient Manner. The intermediate 
outcomes are; (a) Operate and Maintain a Safe and Reliable Water Infrastructure. The performance 
measure are Facilities Reliability, Water infrastructure are in fair to good condition as measured by the 
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Rogue River Basin Project, Talent Division 

Facility Reliability Rating. The Activity Based Costing/Management alignment may include 4H and 5A- 
Operate and Maintain Dams/Water Storage Facilities and 8E-Managenient Project Lands; and (b) 
Effective Water Management to Optimize Supply, The performance measure is Improvement in water 
supply (acre feet per year) resulting from management agreements and partnerships. The Activity Based 
Costing/Management alignment includes 8J-Enhance Water Supply; (2) Energy, Manage or Influence 
Resource use to Enhance, Public Benefit, Responsible Development, and Economic Value. The 
intermediate outcomes include; Operate and Maintain Reliable, Safe, and Secure Power Facilities; 
Responsible Development; and Improve Power Generation Management to Maximize Supply. The 
performance measures all are those relating to power (Forced Outage, percent of time in forced outage; 
Facility Reliability, Hydropower facilities are in fair to good condition as measured by the Facilities 
Reliability Rating). The Activity Ba.sed Costing/Management alignment may include 4T and 4P-Operate 
and Maintain Hydropower Facilities; and (3) improve the Quality and Diversity of Recreation 
Experiences and Wafer Enjoyment on DOl Lands, The intermediate outcome is: Improve Capacities to 
Provide Access for Recreation. The performance measure is Increase Public Access to Recreation Areas. 
The Activity Based Costing/Management alignment may include 50-Manage Recreation and 5P-Operate 
and Evaluate Recreation Facilities. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 


Program Financial Data 


Activity 

FY2010 

FY 2011 

Water and Energy Management and Development 

$135,000 

$405,000 

Land Management and Development 

141,000 

166,000 

Fish and Wildlife Management and Development 

488,000 

651,000 

Facility Operations 

319,000 

354,000 

Enacted/Request 

$1,083,000 

$1,576,000 

Non-Federal 

50,000 

330,000 

Other Federal - BPA Direct Funding 

859,000 

1,125,000 

Other Federal - BPA Subagreements 

1,127,000 

2,580,000 

Other Federal - BPA Small Capital 

75,000 

75,000 

Prior Year Funds 

16,511 

0 

Total Program 

$3,210,511 

$5,686,000 

Prior Year Funds/Non-Federal/Other Federal 

(2,127,511) 

(4,110,000) 

Total Reclamation Allotment 

$1,083,000 

$1,576,000 


WORK PROPOSED FOR FY 2011: 

Water and Energy Management and Development - Project Water Consei'vation Assistance - 
Continues to provide project-wide support for planning, design, and implementation of effective water 
management and conseivation measures with Reclamation water districts and with city, state, and county 
governments within Reclamation lands. The program provides measurable water management benefits 
through technical assistance and cost-share grants with districts to encourage more efficient use of water 
supplies and the practice of water conseivation to aid in the protection of threatened and endangered 
species on the Rogue River Project. The program leverages limited funds to increase water use efficiency 
through appropriate planning, design and implementation of water conservation measures. Through these 
measures districts are better able to adapt to drought conditions, meet growing water demands, and reduce 
operating costs. Other - Continues activities related to the elimination of unauthorized use of water. 
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Rogue River Basin Project, Talent Division 

Increase in funding is due to Water Conservation Field Services Program grant funding wiiicli will 
improve irrigation water conveyance system efficiencies. 720,000 

Non-Federa! - Various (315,0001 

Subtotal, Water and Energy Management and Development $405,000 

Land Management and Development - Land Management - Continues general land management 
activities on federally owned facilities at Howard Prairie, Hyatt, Emigrant, Keene Creek, and Agate 
Reseivoirs. These activities include coordinating land resource management activities with irrigation 
districts, Forest Service, Bureau of Land Management, and Jackson County. Continues issuing land use 
authorizations as requested by the public and other governmental agencies; conducting land surveys; and 
meeting cultural resource management needs and commitments. Continues environmental audit 
activities, resolving boundary disputes, and repairing and replacing boundary markers. Reclamation 
Recreation Management, Title XXVIII - Resumes and completes accessibility work at Emigrant 
Reservoir with the installation of a flushing toilet. These improvement activities will be implemented 
through 50 percent cost share partnerehips. 181,000 

Non-Federal - Various (15.0001 

Subtotal, Water and Energy Management and Development 166,000 

Fish and Wildlife Management and Development - Continues to respond to requests from natural 
resource agencies for project operational data relevant to fish and wildlife issues on the project. 

Continues review of other agency National Environmental Policy Act documents and plans which may 
affect project operations. BiOp Implementation - Continues implementation of one existing and one 
pending Biological Opinion (BiOp). Funding is necessary to comply with known and anticipated 
Reasonable and Prudent Measures (RPMs) to reduce take of Coho salmon. Fairy shrimp, and other ESA 
listed species. RPM requirements of the U. S. Fish and Wildlife Seivice BiOp include implementation of 
a land management plan including, continuing work at Agate Lake East Side Day Use Area in limiting 
road access and sign improvement to aid in vernal pool and critical habitat protection and Agate Lake 
Vernal Pool Protection and Restoration for vernal pool monitoring and restoration associated with ESA 
compliance at this project. Continues instream flow of fisheries and hydrological monitoring which will 
be necessary under the anticipated National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration Fisheries (NOAA 
Fisheries) BiOp. Increase is due to funding for vernal pool monitoring and restoration associated with 
ESA compliance at this project. 651,000 

Facility Operations - Continues day-to-day operations at Hyatt Dam, Emigrant Dam, Keene Creek Dam, 
Howard Prairie Dam, collection and delivery canal systems, plus eight smaller diversion dams. These are 
joint use facilities cost shared with Talent Irrigation District. Work includes stream gauging, hydromet 
system operations and maintenance costs, cyclical revision to emergency action plans and the review, 
evaluation, and revision of standing operating procedures, dam facility reviews and assistance with 
selection of proper methods and materials to assure compliance with Reclamation standards. Continues 
day-to-day land and recreation management activities at Howard Prairie, Hyatt, Keene Creek, Agate and 
Emigrant Reservoirs under contract with Oregon Parks and Recreation Department. Continues 
development on integrated pest management plan for control of aquatic weeds, noxious weeds, and other 
pest species. Continues law enforcement and road maintenance on Reclamation lands and roads. 


Power Items - Continues funding of the day-to-day operations of the Green Springs Powerplant under the 


direct funding agreement with Bonneville Power Administration. 
Other Federal - BPA Direct Funding 
Other Federal - BPA Small Capital 
Subtotal, Facility Operations 


1,554,000 

(1,125,000) 

(75.0001 


354,000 
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Rogue River Basin Projecl, Talent Division 

Facility Maintenance and Rehabilitation - Power Items - Completes the Green Springs Powerplant 
transformer replacement and switchyard rehabilitation under subagreement with Bonneville Power 
Administration. 2,580,000 

Other Federal - BPA Subagreements (2.580.000) 

Subtotal, Facility Operations S 

Reclamation Request 51,576,000 

SEE APPENDIX FOR: Obligations by Function for Operating Projects 
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Tualatin Project 

LOCATION: Northwest Oregon near Portland, Oregon in Washington, Yamhill, and Clackamas 
Counties. 

DESCRIPTION/JUSTIFICATION: The project provides irrigation to approximately 1 7,000 acres of 
land. Principle features of the project include Scoggins Dam, Henry Hagg Lake (reserved works), Patton 
Valley Pumping Plant, Springhill Pumping Plant, and 88 miles of buried piped lateral distribution 
systems (transferred works). Construction of Scoggins Dam and the formation of Henry Hagg Lake 
provided flood control, fish and wildlife, recreation, and storage water to supplement the natural 
streamflow of the Tualatin River and to meet the increasing water requirements of the area. Under 
contract with the United States, Tualatin Valley Irrigation District operates and maintains the joint-use 
facility. Reclamation provides for maintenance of the hydromet system for flood control forecasting, 
fish mitigation, water quality monitoring, and oversight of recreation management on Henry Hagg Lake 
by Washington County, pest management, environmental audits, water conservation measures, and 
activities related to resolving unauthorized use of water. 

AUTHORIZATION: Reclamation Act of 1902, June 1 7, 1902; P.L. 85-624 Fish and Wildlife 
Coordination Act, August 12, 1957; P.L. 46, Soil Conservation and Domestic Allotment Act, April 27, 
1935; P.L. 89-596, Tualatin Project, September 20, 1966; P.L. 90-583, Noxious Plant Control, Carson- 
FoleyAct(43U.S.C. 1241 et. Seq.) Chapter 28, Sec, 1241, October 17, 1968; P.L. 93-205, Endangered 
Species Act of 1973, Section 7(a)(1), December 28, 1973, as amended; P.L. 96-480, Steven-Wydler 
Technology Innovation Act of 1 980, as amended by P.L. 99-502, Federal Technology Transfer Act, 
October 20, 1986; P.L. 98-293, Reclamation Reform Act of 1982, as amended; P.L. 98-72, the Federal 
Water Project Recreation Act of 1965, July 9, 1965 as amended by Reclamation Recreation Management 
Act, Title XXVllI of P.L. 102-575; Archeological and Historic Preservation Act of 1974, May 24, 1974; 
P.L. 90-480, Architectural Barriers Act of 1968, August 12, 1968, 82 Stat. 718 (42 U.S.C. 4151 et seq.); 
Executive Order 13007, Indian Sacred Sites, May 24, 1996. 

PERFORMANCE INFORMATION: This project is aligned primarily with the following Department 
of the Interior’s Strategic Plan end outcome goals: (1 ) Deliver Water Consistent with Applicable State 
and Federal Law, in an Environmentally Responsible and Cost-Efficient Manner. The intermediate 
outcome is: Operate and Maintain a Safe and Reliable Water Infrastructure. The performance measure is 
Facilities Reliability, Water infrastructure are in fair to good condition as measured by the Facility 
Reliability Rating. The Activity Based Costing/Management alignment may include 4H and 5A-Operate 
and Maintain Dams/Water Storage Facilities, 8E-Manage Project l.ands; and (2) Improve the Quality and 
Diversity of Recreation Experiences and Water Enjoyment on DOi Lands. The intemiediate outcome is: 
Improve Capacities to Provide Access for Recreation. The performance measure is Increase Public 
Access to Recreation Areas. The Activity Based Costing/Management alignment may include 50- 
Manage Recreation and 5P-Operate and Evaluate Recreation Facilities. 


Pacific Norlhwesl Region - 68 


54826A 


02/22/2010 



1908 


Titalaim Project 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 


Program Financial Data 


Activity 

FY 2010 

FY2011 1 

Water and Energy Management and Development 

$13,000 

$21,000 

Land Management and Development 

35,000 

149,000 

Fish and Wildlife Management and Development 

16,000 

145,000 

Facility Operations 

210,000 

238,000 

Facility Maintenance and Rehabilitation 

51,000 

0 

Enacted/Request 

$325,000 

$553,000 

Non-Federal 

193,000 

315,000 

Prior Year Funds 

404,406 

0 

Total Program 

$922,406 

$868,000 

Prior Year Funds/Non Federal/Other Federal 

(597,406) 

(315,000) 

Total Reclamation Allotment 

$325,000 

$553,000 


WORK PROPOSED FOR FY 2011: 

Water and Energy Management and Development - Project Conseivation Assistance - Continues to 
provide project-wide support for planning, design, and implementation of effective water management 
and conseivation measures with Reclamation water districts and with city, state, and county governments 
within Reclamation lands. The program provides measurable water management benefits through 
technical assistance and cost-share grants with districts to encourage more efficient use of water supplies 
and the practice of water conservation to aid in the protection of threatened and endangered species on the 
Tualatin Project. The program leverages limited funds to increase water use efficiency through 
appropriate planning, design and implementation of water conservation measures. Through these 
measures districts are better able to adapt to drought conditions, meet growing water demands, and reduce 
operating costs. Other - Continues activities related to the elimination of unauthorized use of water. 

29,000 

Non-Federal - Various (8,000') 

$21,000 

Land Management and Development - Land Management - Continues general land management 
activities. These activities include coordinating land resource management activities with the irrigation 
districts, Forest Seivice, Bureau of Land Management, and Washington County. Continues issuing land 
use authorizations as requested by the public and other governmental agencies (consent-to-use, rights-of- 
way), and meeting cultural resource management needs and commitments. Continues environmental 
audit activities. Reclamation Recreation Management. Title XXVIll - Begins and completes the 
replacement of two floating docks at Area C and one floating dock at Area A at Heniy Hagg Lake 
Reservoir. Updates to the docks are needed to bring them into accordance with Oregon State Marine 
Board current design standards for ADA compliance and to address health and safety issues. Increase in 
funding is due to the replacement of the floating docks at Area A & C at Henry Hagg Reservoir. These 
activities will be implemented through 50 percent cost-share partnerships. 263,000 

Non-Federal - Various ( 1 1 4,000) 

Subtotal, Land Management and Development 149,000 

Fish and Wildlife Management and Development - Continues to respond to requests from natural 
resource agencies for project operational data relevant to fish and wildlife issues on the project. 

Continues review of other agency National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) documents and plans 
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Tualalin Project 

which may affect project operations. Begins implementation of activities required in the anticipated 
Biological Opinion to be issued by National Oceanic Atmospheric Administration Fisheries (NOAA 
Fisheries). A work plan will be developed to address the terms and conditions and conservation 
recommendations developed from the reasonable and prudent measures contained in the BiOp. Increase 
in funding is due to scheduled work requirements in the National Oceanic Atmospheric Administration 
Fisheries (NOAA Fisheries) Bi-Op. 145,000 

Facility Operations - Continues day-to-day operation at Scoggins Dam to include flood control functions 
and associated operation and maintenance. This includes stream gauging, hydromet system operation and 
maintenance costs, cyclical revision to emergency action plans and the review, evaluation, and revision of 
standing operating procedures, dam facility reviews and assistance with selection of proper methods and 
materials to assure compliance with Reclamation standards. Continues day-to-day land and recreation 
management activities at Henry Hagg Reservoir under contract with Oregon Parks and Recreation 
Department. Continues development of integrated pest management plan for control of aquatic weeds, 
noxious weeds, and other pest species, and fish mitigation agreement with Tualatin River Watershed 
Council (TRWC) and road maintenance on Reclamation lands and roads. Continues work with 
Washington County on elk mitigation on Reclamation lands around Scoggins Reservoir. 

431,000 

Non-Federal - Tualatin Valley Irrigation District 1193.000) 

Subtotal, Facility Operations 238.000 

Reclamation Request $553,000 

SEE APPENDIX FOR: Obligations by Function for Operating Projects 
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Umatilla Project 

LOCATION: Umatilla River basin in northeastern Oregon within Morrow and Umatilla Counties, 

DESCRIPTION/JUSTIFICATION: The project consists of McKay Dam and Resei-voir, Cold Springs 
Dam and Reservoir, Feed Canal Diversion Dam and Canal, Maxwell Diversion Dam and Canal, Three 
Mile Falls Diversion Dam and Canal. McKay Dam is regulated for in’igation, flood control, and fish flow 
releases. Water exchange facilities include the West Extension Irrigation District Pumping Plant and 
Phase I Canal, the Columbia River Pumping Plant, the Columbia-Cold Springs Canal, the Cold Springs 
Pumping Plant, the Stanfield Relift Pumping Plant, and the Echo Pumping Plant. 

AUTHORIZATION: The Reclamation Act of 1 902, June 1 7, 1 902; East and West Divisions, 

December 4, 1905; P.L. 46, Soil and Moisture Consei-vation, April 27, 1935; P.L. 85-624, Fish and 
Wildlife Coordination Act of 1958, August 12, 1958; P.L. 93-205, Endangered Species Consei-vation Act, 
December 28, 1973, as amended; P.L 94-228, McKay Dam Modifications authorized by the Reclamation 
Authorization Act of 1975, March 1 1, 1976; P.L. 97-293, Title 11, Reclamation Reform Act, October 12, 
1982, as amended; and P.L. 100-557, Water Exchange Facilities, October 28, 1988; P.L. 97-293, 
Reclamation Reform Act of 1982, as amended. 

PERFORMANCE INFORMATION: This project is aligned primarily with the following Department 
of the Interior’s Strategic Plan end outcome goals: (I) Deliver Water Consistent with Applicable State 
and Federal Law, in an Environmentally Responsible and Cost-Efficient Manner. The intennediate 
outcomes are: (a) Operate and Maintain a Safe and Reliable Water Infrasbucture. The performance 
measure is Facilities Reliability, Water infrastructure are in fair to good condition as measured by the 
Facility Reliability Rating. The Activity Based Costing/Management alignment may include: 4H and 
5A-Operate and Maintain Dams/Water Storage Facilities, 8E-Manage Project Lands; and (b) Effective 
Water Management to Optimize Supply. The performance measure is Improvement in Water Supply 
(acre feet per year) Resulting from Management Agreements and Partnerships. The Activity Based 
Costing/ Management alignment includes: 8J-Enhance Water Supply; (2) Improve the Quality and 
Diversity of Recreation Experiences and Water Enjoyment on DOI Lands. The intermediate outcome is: 
Improve Capacities to Provide Access for Recreation. The performance measure is Increase Public 
Access to Recreation Areas. The Activity Based Costing/Management alignment may include: 50- 
Manage Recreation and 5P-Operate and Evaluate Recreation Facilities. 
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Umatilla Project 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 


Program Financial Data 


Activity 

FY2010 

FY 201 1 

Water and Energy Management and Development 

$235,000 

$296,000 

Land Management and Development 

190,000 

190,000 

Fish and Wildlife Management and Development 

472,000 

884,000 

Facility Operations 

2,139,000 

2,482,000 

Facility Maintenance and Rehabilitation 

1,092,000 

285,000 

Enacted/Request 

$4,128,000 

$4,137,000 

Non-Federal 

195,000 

195,000 

Prior Year Funds 

17,858 

0 

Total Program 

$4,340,858 

$4,332,000 

Prior Year Funds/Non-Federal/Other Federal 

(212,858) 

(195,000) 

Total Reclamation Allotment 

$4,128,000 

$4,137,000 


IMPACTS OF RECOVERY ACT FUNDING: Recovei'y Act funding is being used to purchase 
equipment that will improve the efficiency of water deliveries without waste, provide for savings in 
power consumption, and eliminate unnecessary labor with a large savings in operational time. There is no 
anticipated impact on FY 201 1 funding. 

WORK PROPOSED FOR FY 2011: 

Water and Energy Management and Development - Project Water Conservation Assistance - 
Continues to provide project-wide support for planning, design, and implementation of effective water 
management and conservation measures with Reclamation water districts and with city, state, and county 
governments within Reclamation lands. The program provides measurable water management benefits 
through technical assistance and cost-share grants with districts to encourage more efficient use of water 
supplies and the practice of water conservation to aid in the protection of threatened and endangered 
species on the Umatilla Project. The program leverages limited funds to increase water use efficiency 
through appropriate planning, design and implementation of water conservation measures. Through these 
measures districts are better able to adapt to drought conditions, meet growing water demands, and reduce 
operating costs. Water Quality Improvements - Continues data collection and water temperature 
modeling in waterways and resei-voirs to aid decision making for improving water quality in the basin. 
Water quality improvements benefit and directly support project operations planning necessary to provide 
long term water management and delivery capability for all authorized purposes of the project. Other - 
Continues general area management activities including initial contacts with districts and responses to 
outside entities on general project management. 371 ,000 

Non-Federal - Various (75.0001 

Subtotal, Water and Ener-gy Management and Development $296,000 

Land Management and Development - Continues general land management activities. All of the 
facilities are Federally owned and under Reclarnation’sjurisdiction. These activities include coordinating 
land resource management activities with the irrigation districts, citizen planning groups and Other- 
Federal agencies where planning, recreation, and community development will affect Reclamation lands 
and facilities, issuing land use authorizations as r equested by the public and other govemrnental agencies, 
and meeting cultur al resource management needs and commitments. Continues environmental audit 
activities, including examination of McKay Dam and Reservoir'. 190,000 
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U matilla Project 

Fish and Wildlife Management and Development - Continues to respond to requests from natura! 
resource agencies for project operational data relevant to fish and wildlife issues on the project. 

Continues review of other agency National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) documents and plans 
which may affect project operations. Continues compliance with Endangered Species Act, Continues 
implementation actions required in the existing National Oceanic Atmospheric Administration Fisheries 
(NOAA Fisheries) Biological Opinion on the Umatilla Project operations and maintenance. Continues 
compliance with Reasonable and Prudent Measures (RPMs) from NOAA Fisheries BiOp and Fish and 
Wildlife (FWS) BiOp to reduce “take” of listed species. Expected requirements and recommendations 
include temperature, water quality, and streamflow data collection and studies; fish monitoring in 
cooperation with Tribes and state; and fish injury and mortality assessment, improvement, and 
monitoring. This activity includes conferencing or consultation activities which arise from new species 
listings, critical habitat designations, and project operation changes. Provides technical oversight to 
collaborative efforts by Bonneville Power Administration, Tribal, state and irrigation entities to further 
improve fish passage and habitat restoration in the Umatilla River associated with the Umatilla Project. 
Increase is due to funding for implementation activities associated with the FWS BiOp. 884,000 

Facility Operations - Continues day-to-day operation and maintenance at McKay Dam and Reseivoir 
and the water exchange facilities which provide additional instream flows in the Umatilla River for 
anadromous fish, water quality monitoring, and flood control functions. Continues hydromet system 
operations and maintenance costs, and the cyclical revision to emergency action plans. Continues the 
review, evaluation, and revision of standing operating procedures, dam facility reviews and assistance 
with selection of proper methods and materials to assure compliance with Reclamation standards. 

2,602,000 

Non-Federal - Various . ( 1 20 , 0 .00) 

Subtotal, Facility Operations 2,482,000 

Facility Maintenance and Rehabilitation - Begins and completes rebuilding pumps 4 (fe 5 at the 
Columbia River Pumping Plant. Due to severe wear these pumps need to be rebuilt to prevent future 
failures. The decrease is due to completion of replacement, additions and extraordinary maintenance 
activities in previous years. 285,000 

Reclamation Request $4,137,000 

SEE APPENDIX FOR; Obligations by Function for Operating Projects 


Pacific Noiihwesl Region - 73 


54826A 


02 / 22/2010 



1913 


Washington Area Projects 

LOCATION: This project encompasses several Reclamation projects in Washington, Idaho, and 
Montana. These projects include: the Chief Joseph Dam Project, located in Chelan, Douglas, and 
Okanogan counties; the Okanogan Project, located in Okanogan County; Spokane Valley Project, located 
in Spokane County (Washington), and Kootenai County, (Idaho), Rathdrum Prairie Project, Avondale 
Project, and Dalton Gardens Project, located in Kootenai County, Frenchtown Project, Bitter Root Project 
and Missoula Valley Project, located in Missoula County (Montana). 

DESCRIPTION/JUSTIFICATION: Reclamation has oversight and management responsibilities of 
projects that have been transferred to water user organizations for operation and maintenance. Funding 
for the Washington Area Projects will provide for activities in the area of land resources management, 
flood control, environmental work, water conscivation, technical services, and recreation. 

AUTHORIZATION: Reclamation Act of 1902, July 17, 1902; P.L. 506, Rehabilitation of Bitter Root 
Project, July 3, 1930; P.L. 327, Amend Rehabilitation of Bitter Root Project, August 26, 1935; P.L. 260, 
Reclamation Project Act of 1939, August 12, 1940; P.L. 136, Interior Department Appropriations Act of 
1942, June 28, 1941; P.L. 56, Amended Contracts, Miscellaneous Projects, May 6, 1949; P.L. 402, 
Amended Contracts Miscellaneous Projects, June 23, 1952; P.L. 1 72, Interior Department Appropriation 
Act of 1954, July 31, 1953; P.L. 289, Credits to Certain Irrigation Districts, January 30, 1954; P.L. 465, 
Interior Department Appropriation Act of 1955, July 1, 1954; P.L. 82-577, Foster Creek Division, Chief 
Joseph Dam Project, July 27, 1954; P.L. 641, Public Works Appropriation Act of 1957, July 2, 1956; P.L. 
85-393, Greater Wenatchee Division, May 5, 1958; P.L. 86-276, Spokane Valley Project, September 16, 
1959; P.L, 86-700, Public Works Appropriation Act of 1961, September 2, 1960; P.L. 87-289, 
Rehabilitation Work, Avondale, Dalton Gardens, and Hayden Lake Districts, September 22, 1961; P.L. 
87-630, Spokane Valley Project, amended September 5, 1962; P.L. 87-762, Oroville-Tonasket Unit 
(Okanogan-Similkameen Division), October 9, 1962; P.L. 88-315, Amended Contract with Big Flat 
Irrigation District, May 28, 1 964; P.L. 88-599, Whitestone Unit, September 1 8, 1964; P.L. 89-557, 

Chelan Division (Manson Unit), September 7, 1966; P.L. 89-561, Feasibility Studies, September 7, 1966; 
P.L. 91-286, East Greenacres Unit, Rathdrum Prairie Project, June 23, 1970; P.L. 93-97, Public Works for 
Water and Power Development and Atomic Energy Commission Appropriation Act of 1 974, August 1 6, 
1973; P.L. 95-18, Emergency Drought Act, Apn'l 7, 1977. 

PERFORMANCE INFORMATION: This project is aligned primarily with the following Department 
of the Interior’s Strategic Plan end outcome goal: (1) Deliver Water Consistent with Applicable State and 
Federal Law, in an Environmentally Responsible and Cost-Efficient Manner. The intermediate outcomes 
are; (a) Operate and Maintain a Sate and Reliable Water Infrastructure. The performance measure is 
Facilities Reliability, Water infrastructure are in fair to good condition as measured by the Facility 
Reliability Rating. The Activity Based Costing^Management alignment may include: 4H and 5A- 
Operate and Maintain Dams/Water Storage Facilities, G7-Assess Resource Use Impacts, and 8E-Manage 
Project Lands; and (b) Effective Water Management to Optimize Supply. The performance measure is 
Improvement in Water Supply (acre feet per year) Resulting from Management Agreements and 
Partnerships. The Activity Based Costing/Management alignment includes: 8J-Enhance Water Supply. 
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Washington Area Projects 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 


Program Financial Data 


1 Activity 

FY20I0 

FY20H 

Water and Energy Management and Development 

$63,000 

$14,000 

Land Management and Development 

105,000 

378,000 

Fish and Wildlife Management and Development 

15,000 

15,000 

1 Facility Operations 

14,000 

52,000 

Enacted/Request 

$197,000 

$459,000 

Non-Federal 

50,000 

0 

1 Prior Year Funds 

11,196 

0 

Total Program 

$258,196 

$459,000 

1 Prior Year Funds/Non-Federal/Other Federal 

(61,196) 

0 

1 Total Reclamation Allotment 

$197,000 

$459,000 


WORK PROPOSED FOR FY 2011: 

Water and Energy Management and Development - Project Conservation Assistance - Continues to 
provide project-wide support for planning, design, and implementation of effective water management 
and conservation measures with Reclamation water districts and with city, state, and county governments 
within Reclamation lands. The program provides measurable water management benefits through 
technical assistance with districts to encourage more efficient use of water supplies and the practice of 
water conservation to aid in the protection of threatened and endangered species on the Washington Area 
Projects. The program leverages limited funds to increase water use efficiency through appropriate 
planning, design and implementation of water conservation measures. Through these measures districts 
are better able to adapt to drought conditions, meet growing water demands, and reduce operating costs. 

$14,000 


Land Management and Development - Land Resources Management - Continues general land 
management activities within the various project boundaries including environmental compliance 
activities, resolving trespass issues, conducting field reviews of the project land base, and resolving 
boundary disputes, repairing and replacing boundary markers, and coordinating land resource 
management activities with the U.S. Forest Service, Bureau of Land Management, and Washington State 
Parks. Continues managing recreation use at Conconully Lake and Reseivoir within the Okanogan 
Project. Continues administering land use permits such as cabin sites, and rights-of-way. Continues 
administering leases including grazing and gravel pits. Increase is due to additional program support 
needs for the Conconully Lake recreation activities, Okanogan Cabin leases, and the appraisal services on 
land issues. 378,000 

Fish and Wildlife Management and Development - Resumes assistance to non-Reclamation entities For 
resource monitoring/inventory efforts. Continues Project involvement to respond to requests from natural 
resource agencies for project operational data relevant to fish and wildlife issues on the Project. 

Continues review and preparation of environmental compliance documents and checklists for proposed 
minor actions by cooperators. Continues interagency coordination on work conducted by others that may 
affect Project operations or facilities. Continues review of other agencies’ National Environmental Policy 
Act (NEPA) documents and plans which may affect Project operations. 15,000 
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PVashington Area Projects 

Facility Operations - Begins facility reviews. Continues oversight and engineering review of Federal 
facilities transferred to non-federal in igation districts for operation and maintenance. Continues 
coordination and review of proposed system changes, and potential rehabilitation or replacement of 
structures that have seiwed tlieir useful life. Continues funding of Reclamation staff attendance at 
irrigation district Board-of-Directors meetings. 52.000 

Reclamation Request S459,000 

SEE APPENDIX FOR: Obligations by Function for Operating Projects 
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Washington Investigations Program 
LOCATION: River basins within the State of Washington. 

DESCRIPTION/JUSTIFICATION: Reclamation frequently must coordinate interests among Tribal, 
local, state, and other Federal agencies, water users, irrigation districts, industries, other private sector 
organizations, and environmental groups to address emerging water, land, and other resource 
management issues in watersheds in the State of Washington. These issues also affect the trust assets of 
Indian Tribes for which Reclamation has a responsibility to help protect issues directly or indirectly that 
affect management of Reclamation projects for irrigation and drainage, flood control, power generation, 
recreation, and fish and wildlife. The Washington Investigations Program provides a framework for 
Reclamation to participate with others or to conduct independent appraisal analysis through activities that 
focus on pertinent problems, issues, needs, and opportunities as they occur. The program is considered an 
ongoing activity, however individual work activities within the program will have beginning and end 
dates with specified activity products, deliverables and documentation. 

The Federal role associated with tliis program includes providing requested assistance to those partners in 
resolving water supply problems. The listing, or potential listing, of anadromous fish, bull trout, and 
cutthroat trout under the Endangered Species Act (ESA), however, influences water resource problems 
addressed by this program. Specific studies or activities to be addressed by this program are intended to 
support activities and programs to be implemented by non-Federal partners at their expense. They are not 
intended to be traditional feasibility studies, and are not intended to require Federal appropriations for the 
implementation phase of potential solutions. 

In 1998, the State of Washington enacted the Watershed Management Act to provide a framework to 
collaboratively solve water-related issues. The Act is designed to allow local citizens and local 
governments to join Indian tribes and State agencies to develop watershed management plans for entire 
watersheds. Due to its technical expertise in hydrology-based science. Reclamation is being asked to 
assist these local groups, and this program will support Reclamation participation. 

AUTHORIZATION: Reclamation Act of 1902, June 17, 1902. 

PERFORMANCE INFORMATION: This project is aligned primarily with the following Department 
of the Interior’s Strategic Plan end outcome goal; (1) Deliver Water Consistent with Applicable State and 
Federal Law, in an Environmentally Responsible and Cost-Efficient Manner. The intermediate outcome 
is; Effective Water Management to Optimize Supply. The perfomtance measure is Improvement in 
Water Supply (acre feet per year) Resulting from Management Agreements and Partnerships. The 
Activity Based Costing/Management alignment includes; 22-Plan for Water and Related Resource Use. 
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Washington Investigations Program 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 


Program Financial Data 


Activity 

FY 2010 

FY201I 1 

Water and Energy Management and Development 

$142,000 

$75,000 1 

Enacted/Request 

$142,000 

$75,000 

Non-Federal 

92,000 

25,000 

Prior Year Funds 

1,047 

0 

Total Program 

$235,047 

$100,000 

Prior Year Fimds/Non-Federal/Other Federal 

(93,047) 

(25,000) 

Total Reclamation Allotment 

$142,000 

$75,000 


COST-SHARING: The State of Washington (Departments of Ecology and Natural Resources), City of 
Bellingham, U. S. Geological Survey, South Columbia Basin Irrigation District, Yakama Nation, 

Quinault Indian Nation, Jamestown S’Klallam Tribe, Lumini Nation, Dungeness River Management 
Team, National Park Service, Elwha-Morse Management Team and Washington Resources Inventoiy 
Areas working groups 19 & 20. Certain coordination activities, including consultation with other Federal 
agencies, do not require cost-share. 

WORK PROPOSED FOR FY 2011: 

Water and Energy Management and Development - Watershed (HydrologicJ Analysis - Continues 
study that will support watershed assessments for river basins identified in cooperation with the state, 
Indian tribes, and/or local watershed groups. Likely areas for this assessment are river basins of the 
Olympic Peninsula and Puget Sound, coastal river basins, or tributaries to the upper Columbia River in 
the State of Washington. Continues technical support to the Tri-County planning unit to develop a 
watershed assessment for the Yakima River basin. (FY 2006 - FY 2012) 50,000 

Non-Federal - Various (25.0001 

25,000 

Program Management Activities - Continues overall program management activities, support, and 
guidance. Reviews ongoing activities with existing partners and activities that do not require cost-share 
partners. (Ongoing) 50,000 

Reclamation Request S75,000 
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Yakima Project 

LOCATION: South central Washington on the East Side of the Cascade Range and includes most of 
Yakima, Kittitas, and Benton Counties. 

DESCRIPTION/JUSTIFICATION: Features of this project include Bumping Lake Dam and Bumping 
Lake, Kachess Dam and Kachess Lake, Keechelus Dam and Keechelus Lake, Clear Creek Dam and Clear 
Lake, Tieton Dam and Rimrock Lake, Cle Elum Dam and Cle Elum Lake; two hydroelectric powerplants; 
and a variety of diversion dams, pumping plants, canals, fish ladders and screens, and distribution 
systems. The project provides irrigation water for approximately 464,000 acres, with water distribution 
systems operated by the water users. The two hydroelectric powerplants have a combined generating 
capacity of 25,000 kilowatts and an average annual generation of about 1 1 5 million kilowatt-hours. 

The request includes funding for operation and maintenance of Phase I fish facilities. Funding for the 
operation and maintenance of the Phase II fish facilities is provided by Bonneville Power Administration. 
In addition, Boimeville Power Administration is providing funding for all power operation expenses 
including replacements, additions, and extraordinary maintenance items. 

AUTHORIZATION: Reclamation Act of 1902, June 17, 1902; P.L. 80-629, Kennewick Division 
Yakima Project, June 12, 1948; P.L. 85-624, Fish and Wildlife Coordination Act of 1958; P.L. 91-66, 
Kennewick Division Extension, August 25, 1969; P.L. 93-205, Endangered Species Act of 1973, 
December 28, 1973 as amended; P.L. 102-575, Title XVI, Reclamation Wastewater and Groundwater 
Study and Facilities Act, October 30, 1992; P.L. 104-266, Reclamation Recycling and Water 
Conservation Act of 1996, October 9, 1996; P.L. 98-381, A Bill to Authorize the Secretary of the Interior 
to Construct, Operate, and Maintain Hydroelectric Powerplants at Various Existing Water Projects, and 
for other Purposes, August 27, 1983; P.L. 103-434, Yavapai-Prescott Indian Tribe Water Rights 
Settlement Act, October 31, 1994; and the Reclamation Reform Act of 1982, as amended. Authority to 
accept funding from Bonneville Power Admini.stration is found under Section 2406 of the Energy Policy 
Act of 1992, P.L. 102-486, October 24, 1992; P.L. 89-72, Federal Water Project Recreation Act of 1 965, 
July 9, 1965, as amended by the Reclamation Recreation Management Act, Title XXVIII of P.L. 102-575, 
October 30, 1992. 

PERFORMANCE INFORMATION: This project is aligned primarily with the following Department 
of the Interior’s Strategic Plan end outcome goals: (1) Deliver Water Consistent with Applicable State 
and Federal Law, in an Environmentally Responsible and Cost-Efficient Marmer. The intermediate 
outcomes are; (a) Operate and Maintain a Safe and Reliable Water Infrastructure. The performance 
measure is Facilities Reliability, Water infrastructure are in fair to good condition as measured by the 
Facility Reliability Rating. The Activity Based Costing/Management alignment may include: 4H and 
5A-Operate and Maintain Dams/Water Storage Facilities, 4J and 4M-Operate and Maintain Conveyance 
Facilities, and (b) Effective Water Management to Optimize Supply. The performance measure is 
Improvement in Water Supply (acre feet per year) Resulting from Management Agreements and 
Partnerships. The Activity Based Costing/Management alignment includes: 8J-Enhance Water Supply; 
and (2) Energy, Manage or Influence Resource use to Enhance, Public Benefit, Responsible 
Development, and Economic Value. The intermediate outcomes include: Operate and Maintain Reliable, 
Safe, and Secure Power Facilities; Responsible Development; and Improve Power Generation 
Management to Maximize Supply. The performance measures all are those relating to power (Forced 
Outage, percent of time in forced outage; Facility Reliability, Hydropower facilities are in fair to good 
condition as measured by the Facilities Reliability Rating). The Activity Based Costing/Management 
aligiunent may include 4T and 4P-Operate and Maintain Hydropower Facilities. 
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Yakima Project 

The Yakima project was the thirteenth project built by Reclamation and has been a driving force in the 
economic status of the valley for almost a century. The project irrigates crops, provides water for fish and 
wildlife, generates power, reduces flood damage, and supports area recreation. 

Early settlers were lured to the Yakima Valley in the 1 860's because of its mild climate and rich soils; 
however, low precipitation kept the land arid. The settlers recognized early on the value of water in the 
many rivers and streams. In 1864 the valley’s first irrigation ditch delivered water to a vegetable garden 
above a Catholic mission which began the transformation. Private water companies started irrigating 
more land in 1870 through the 1880’s. In 1886, the Northern Pacific Railroad rumbled through the valley 
creating an agrieulture boom by enabling farmers to ship crops to distant markets. Congress passed the 
Reclamation Act of 1902 to help develop the arid West. Between 1905 and 1958, Reclamation built 
several river diversions and canals. Today, the Yakima project includes six dams and reservoirs that 
catch and hold over a million acre-feet of spring runoff in the Cascade Mountains. In a normal water 
year, there is a reliable water supply for farmers the entire growing season. Four of the reservoirs were 
built at existing mountain lakes which help reduce downsteam flood damage. The Yakima project has 
transformed the valley into one of the richest agricultural areas in the Nation. Yakima county ranks first in 
the United States in apple, mint, and hops production. 

The project’s two powerplants use project water to generate power which is sold by the Bonneville Power 
Administration to help repay the costs of building the project; and also supplies electricity to 
approximately 8,000 homes. 

The project manages a variety of fish issues associated with both threatened fish species and critical 
habitat; and the 1990 court decision giving the Yakama Nation a time immemorial right to the minimum 
flow needed to maintain fish life. To address the management of fish issues, Reclamation has built fish 
ladders to aid fish passage past diversion dams and fish screens to prevent fish from entering irrigation 
canals. 



Figure 1 . Picture of orchards in the Y akima River Basin. 
The Yakima project has transformed the valley into one 
of the richest agricultural areas in the Nation 


Figure 2. Picture of Hops being grown in the Yakima 
River Basin. Yakima county ranks first in the United 
States in apple, mint, and hops production. 
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Yakima Project 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 


Program Financial Data 



FY 2010 

FY2011 

Water and Energy Management and Development 

$512,000 

$520,000 

Land Management and Development 

400,000 

350,000 

Fish and Wildlife Management and Development 

1,362,000 

623,000 

Facility Operations 

5,479,000 

6,126,000 

Facility Maintenance and Rehabilitation 

392,000 

866,000 

Enacted/Request 

$8,145,000 

$8,485,000 

Non-Federal 

1,719,000 

1,771,000 

Other Federal - BPA Direct Funding 

2,503,000 

2,026,000 

Other Federal - BPA Subagreement 

450,000 

0 

Other Federal - BPA Small Capital 

75,000 

50,000 

Other Federal - BPA MP Canal 

315,000 

357,000 

Other Federal - BPA Fish Facility 

151,000 

115,000 

Other Federal - Bureau of Indian Affairs 

380,000 

604,000 

Prior Year Funds 

15,421 

0 

Total Program 

$13,753,421 

$13,408,000 

Prior Year Funds/Non-Federal/Other Federal 

(5,608,421) 

(4,923,000) 

Total Reclamation Allotment 

$8,145,000 

$8,485,000 


IMPACTS OF RECOVERY ACT FUNDING: Recovery Act funding is being used to complete the 
modifications and repair work for the Roller Gates at Roza Dam on the Yakima Project. The dam is 
located in the south central section of the state of Washington, The modifications will reduce power 
subordination and facilitate fish passage on the project. There is no anticipated impact on FY 201 1 
funding. 

WORK PROPOSED FOR FY 2011: 

Water and Energy Management and Development - Project Water Conservation Assistance - 
Continues to provide project-wide support for planning, design, and implementation of effective water 
management and conservation measures with Reclamation water districts. The program provides 
measurable water management benefits through technical assistance and cost -share grants with districts to 
encourage more efficient use of water supplies and the practice of water conservation to aid in the 
protection of threatened and endangered species in the Yakima Project. The program leverages limited 
funds to increase water use efficiency through appropriate planning, design, and implementation of water 
conservation measures. Through these measures districts are better able to adapt to drought conditions, 
meet growing water demands, and reduce operating costs. Other - Continues development of the 
Watershed and River System Management Program (WARSMP) for the Yakima Project. WARSMP 
includes Data Management Interfaces, RiverWare, Hydrologic Database, ET-Toolbox, and Modular 
Modeling System. As the tools are developed and refined, they will provide functional tools to operate 
and monitor real-time operations of the Yakima Project on the Yakima River. 670,000 
Non-Federal - Local Irrigation Districts (150,000) 

Subtotal, Water and Energy Management and Development $520,000 
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Land Management and Development - Continues management of project lands. Management activities 
include general maintenance such as fencing and weed control, maintenance of restored land acquired for 
habitat enliancement of salmonid species, and administrative tiinctions such as issuing land use 
authorizations as requested by the public and other governmental agencies, resolving trespass issues, 
confirming land ownership questions and obtaining easements as needed for project operations, and 
conducting field reviews of project lands. 350,000 

Fish and Wildlife Management and Development - Begins construction on the existing Bruton fish 
ladder to allow operation at lower flows while still providing inigation delivery. Currently the fish ladder 
is inoperable during low flows, and is flooded during high flows and does not meet Washington 
Department of Fish and Wildlife (WDFW) or National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration 
Fisheries, (NOAA Fisheries) criteria. If not funded stcelhcad and other upstream migrating fish will 
continue to be potentially delayed or blocked from reaching preferred spawning areas. Begins 
modifications to the City of Yakima Diversion Dam. During high flows, gravel is deposited at the outlet 
of the fish screen bypass pipe making the facility inoperable resulting in delay and possible mortality of 
downstream migrating juvenile salmonids. Continues project involvement to respond to requests from 
natural resource agencies for project operational data relevant to fish and wildlife issues on the project. 
Continues operational and maintenance assistance to project fish and wildlife cooperators. Continues 
review of other agencies’ National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) documents and plans, which may 
affect project operations. Increase in funding is due beginning work on the Bruton fish ladder and the 
City of Yakima Diversion Dam. 758,000 

Non-Federal - Water Users (135,000) 

Subtotal, Fish and Wildlife Management and Development 623,000 


Facility Operations - Continues operation and maintenance of six storage dams and reservoirs and 
associated canals and distribution facilities, as well as the hydromet system (real-time monitoring) and 
gauging stations for water delivery and flood control operations. Continues operation, and maintenance 
of Phase I and Phase II fish screens and ladders. Continues funding security activities within the 
boundaries of the Yakima Project. Continues operational data collection in the Yakima River and six 
storage reservoirs to evaluate project operations’ effect on endangered salmon and trout. 


Power Items - Continues funding for operation and maintenance of two hydroelectric powerplants as 
provided by Bonneville Power Administration. 


Other Federal - BPA Direct Funding 
Other Federal - BPA Small Capital 
Other Federal - BPA MP Canal 
Other Federal - Fish Facility O&M 
Other Federal - Bureau of Indian Affairs 
Non-Federal - Water users 
Subtotal, Facility Operations 


10,586,000 

(2,026,000) 

(50,000) 

(278.000) 

(115.000) 

(604.000) 

(1.387.000) 

6,126,000 


Facility Maintenance and Rehabilitation - Begins design of HVAC system for the Yakima Field Office 
building. The current FIVAC system does not meet office needs, and does not provide even temperature 
control to the office areas of the Yakima Field Office. Begins design of Water Storage building. The 
current Water Storage building is non-compliant with state regulations, and does not meet ADA 
requirements. Continues bypass outfall system for the Chandler Fish Screen Bypass Modification by 
awarding construction contract, and constructing Phase I. The bypass will allow for better downstream 
passage conditions, by reducing bird predation for juvenile smolts, and other fish species that have been 
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entrained into Chandler Canal back to the Yakima River. Continues reviews of emergency actions plans 
which were previously funded under Facility Operations. Increase in funding is due to initiation of 
replacements, additions, and extraordinary maintenance activities. 1,044,000 

Other Federal - BPA MP Canal (79,000) 

Non-Federal - Water Users (99,000) 

Subtotal, Facility Maintenance and Rehabilitation 866,000 


Reclamation Request S8, 485, 000 

SEE APPENDIX FOR: Obligations by Function for Operating Projects 
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Yakima River Basin Water Enhancement Project 

LOCATION : South central Washington on the east side of the Cascade Range and includes most of 
Yakima, Kittitas, and Benton Counties. 

DESCRIPTION/JUSTIEICATION: This project will evaluate and implement structural and 
nonstructural measures to increase the reliability of the irrigation water supply and enhance streamflows 
and fish passage for anadromous fish in the Yakima River basin. Facility modifications, implementation 
of diversion reduction measures, the purchase or lease of land, water, or water rights from willing sellers 
for habitat improvements, habitat restoration, and changes in operations, management, and administration 
may be implemented to reduce the demand on the available water supply. Two-thirds of the water 
conserved under the Basin Conservation Program, the Project’s central feature, will remain instream and 
will be used to increase flow requirements for anadromous fish. Tribal water supply systems will be 
improved, the Toppenish Creek Corridor enlianced, and an irrigation demonstration program will be 
developed for the Yakama Nation to enhance tribal economic, fish, wildlife, and cultural resources. 

Accomplishments to Date: Seven basin conservation plans are now complete. One or two planning 
applications are expected in the future. Two feasibility level conservation plans are complete. A third 
plan is 40 percent complete; however, it has been delayed due to the entities acquiring land for the re- 
regulation reservoir. One large conservation project is currently in the implementation phase. Benton 
Irrigation District and Sunnyside Valley Irrigation District have reached an agreement on water rights and 
design of the Benton project is almost completed and construction is planned to occur from 2009-2012. 
Sunnyside Valley Irrigation District received American Reinvestment and Recovery Act (ARRA) funds 
in FY 2009 to start Phase II of their conservation implementation plan which will complete a significant 
portion of their conservation project for their district by 201 1 . Water acquisition target goals and 
deadlines set forth in the authorizing legislation were met ahead of schedule. The Project has acquired 
1 ,767 acres of fish habitat and enhancement activities are underway. On-reservation Tribal water supply 
system studies for modifications and improvements are complete and the Secretary of Interior has 
certified that the Satus Creek improvements are consistent with the water conservation objective of the 
legislation. Satus Creek improvements are expected to require nine years for implementation completion. 
Toppenish Creek Corridor environmental enhancement plan is expected to be completed in FY 2010. 
Tributary improvements to Teanaway River are completed, and land and water acquisition on Taneum 
Creek are nearing completion. Teanaway River improvements along with Yakama Nation’s fish 
enhancement efforts have led to increases in salmon redds from a previous average of one redd per year to 
current levels in excess of 100 redds per year in good water years. Taneum Creek improvements have 
resulted in increased steelhead adult returns from a previous average of less than one adult per year, to an 
average return of five adults per year. Actual enhancement activities may occur with funding from other 
agencies. Teanaway River restoration was accomplished by Bonneville Power Administration, and levee 
setback as part of the gap-to-gap on key main stem areas will be accomplished by the U.S. Army Corps of 
Engineers. 

AUTHORIZATION: Title XII of P.L, 1 03-434, Yavapai-Prescott Indian Water Rights Settlement Act, 
October 31, 1994; P.L. 106-372, To Provide for a Study of the Engineering Feasibility of a Water 
Exchange in Lieu of Electrification of the Chandler Pumping Plant at Prosser Diversion Dam, 

Washington, October 27, 2000, 

COMPLETION DATA: As of September 30, 2009 the project is five percent complete. This one 
percent increase from FY 2010 Justifications is mainly due to the decrease in ceiling authorized for 
outyear activities. This construction-related figure, based largely on funding authorized and indexed for 
inflation, can be misleading because this is not a true “construction” program but is largely a grant 
program for water conservation with some facility modifications. 
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Yakima River Basin Water Enhancement Project 

Nearly all planning has been completed for water conservation activities including the on-Reservation 
planning, and many of the proposed projects are being implemented or moving closer to the 
implementation phase. Many of the program accomplishments may not result in significant construction 
elements. Fishery habitat restoration measures under the authorizing legislation may, in many cases, only 
require the acquisition of key habitat features. No definite date for completion is established for program 
elements under the authorizing legislation, but water conservation work is expected to be essentially 
complete by 2026. Habitat enhancement and acquisition activities, and on-Reservation project work are 
expected to continue for some time. 

PERFORMANCE INFORMATION: This project is aligned primarily wilh the Department of the 
Interior’s Strategic Plan end outcome goal: Deliver Water Consistent with Applicable State and Federal 
Law, in an Environmentally Responsible and Cost-Efficient Manner. The intermediate outcomes are: 

(a) Operate and Maintain a Safe and Reliable Water Infrastructure. The performance measure is Facilities 
Reliability, Water infrastructure are in fair to good condition as measured by the Facility Reliability 
Rating. The Activity Based Costing/Management alignment may include: 8E-Manage Project Lands and 
8K-Implement Environmental Recommendations; and (b) Effective Water Management to Optimize 
Supply. The performance measure is Improvement in Water Supply (acre feet per year) Resulting from 
Management Agreements and Partnerships. The Activity Based Costing/Management alignment 
includes: 8J-Enhance Water Supply. 

The project objective is to evaluate and implement structural and nonstructura! measures to increase the 
reliability of the irrigation water supply and enhance streamllows and fish passage for anadromous fish in 
the Yakima River basin. Work activities include irrigation delivery system improvement measures, the 
purchase of land and water rights, and land/habitat restoration along the mainstem and tributaries. 

The land and water acquisition and habitat restoration activities are ongoing within the program to 
improve conditions for Endangered Species Act listed species within the Yakima River basin. These 
activities are cooperative and coordinated with Reclamation partners. 

Reductions of irrigation diversions, which are a result of the delivery system improvement measures, are 
unique to this project. Two-thirds of the water conserved under the irrigation delivery improvement 
program remains instream and is used to increase flow for anadromous fish and the remaining one-third 
remains with the irrigation district to improve the reliability of the irrigation water supply. 

During FY 2010, instream flows will be increased 1 1,694 acre feet due to the delivery system 
improvements of nine automated check structures and construction of two re-regulation reservoirs on the 
Sunnyside Valley Irrigation District (SVID). Check structures are located on canals. They are designed 
to maintain upstream water surface levels, measure rates of flow in the canal, and to control the amount of 
water delivered to each irrigator. 
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Yakima River Basin Water Enhancement Project 



Figure 1. Picture of a manual check structure used to control 
water elevation arc dangerous to adjust and labor intensive. 



Figure 2. New automated check controlled from SVID office, 
reduces operational spills and can be adjusted remotely. 


Manual check structures do not allow the canal system to be 
automated and integrated with the re-regulation reservoirs and 
therefore, they do not allow for water savings. 


The increased in.strcam flows (water savings) provided by the 
diversion reduction agreement are a result of automating the 
main canal system with automated check structures and re- 
regulation reservoirs. 


Additional activities in the design phase are underway with the Benton Irrigation District to convert the 
open canal and laterals to a new pumping plant and pressurized pipe system; change a point of diversion 
which will keep approximately 21 ,000 acre-feet in a 71 mile stretch of the Yakima River; and Sunnyside 
Valley Irrigation District for Phase II which will convert open laterals to a closed pipe system. It is 
anticipated that instream flows will be increased 37,620 acre feet (lOOefs) by the end of FY 201 1 with 
these additional activities. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 


ProgramFiMncialDat^ 


Activity 

FY2010 

FY 2011 

Water and Energy Management and Development 

$9,700,000 

$12,395,000 

Enacted/Request 

$9,700,000 

$12,395,000 

Non-Federal 

3,004,000 

3,737,000 

Prior Year Funds 

10,750 

0 

Total Program 

$12,714,750 

$16,132,000 

Prior Year Funds/Non-Federal/Other Federal 

(3,014,750) 

(3,737,000) 

Total Reclamation Allotment 

$9,700,000 

$12,395,000 


Total Cost Information 


1 

Total Estimated 
Cost 

2/ Total to 
9/30/09 

3/ ARRA 
Funding 

FY2010 

FY 2011 

Balance To 
Complete 

Reclamation 

$349,987,420 

$116,583,648 

$48,535 

$9,700,000 

$12,395,000 

$211,260,237 

1 Adjustments!/ 

94,434,683 

40,137,000 

0 

3,004,000 

3,737,000 

47,556,683 

[ Total 

$444,422,103 

$156,720,648 

$48,535 

$12,704,000 

$16,132,000 

$258,816,920 


1 / Non-Federal contributions by Stale and local interests. 

2/ Total costs thru 9/30/09 include ARRA costs of $21,451,465. 

3/ Remaining balance of ARRA funding will be obligated in FY 2010. 
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Yakima Niver Basin Water Enhancement Project 


Cost Allocation and Methodology 


Allocation 

FY 2010 

FY 2011 

Fish and Wildlife 

$456,976,605 

$444,422,103 

Total 1/ 

$456,976,605 

$444,422,103 


1/ Total includes various study investigations costs and National Environmental Policy Act costs as authorized by 
P.L. 103-434. 


METHODOLOGY; Decrease in total costs of $12,554,502 is due to indexing for inflation ($7,221,185) 
and a subsequent reduction in non-Federal contributions by the State of Washington and local interests 
($5,333,317). 

APPROPRIATION CEILING: Total Federal appropriations authorized for all Yakima River Basin 
Water Enliancement Project activities, arc $349,987,420 (October 2010). The comparable Federal 
obligation is $349,987,420, which is adequate to complete the project as currently authorized except for 
the Lake Cle Elum modifications and improvements. Additional Congressional appropriations w'ill be 
needed to fund future Lake Cle Elum work. The ceiling for the Lake Cle Elum Icatures of the project is 
not adequate to complete the work as originally proposed. Reclamation may re-evaluate the Lake Cle 
Elum additional storage capacity and shoreline protection proposals. A planning report and feasibility 
study was completed in FY 2008 and joint environmental compliance is underway in FY 2009 and 2010. 
Pending Commissioner and Secretarial approval. Congressional appropriations, and increased ceiling 
authorization, design data collection will begin in FY 201 1 with construction scheduled to start in FY 
2014. The environmental study is a collaborative effort between the Bureau of Reclamation, Yakama 
Nation, and the Washington Department of Fish and Wildlife. Temporary, experimental fish passage 
features at Cle Elum Dam are currently being operated and are an integral part of the Storage Dam Fish 
Passage feasibility study process. Results from these interim fish passage studies helped to determine the 
feasibility of providing permanent fish passage at Cle Elum Dam. Reclamation will also seek authority to 
increase the appropriation ceiling to cover the increased downstream fish passage costs and will seek new 
authority and appropriations to build upstream fish passage features at the dam. Reclamation will proceed 
with requesting this additional authority after submission of the study and environmental compliance 
reports. 

IMPACTS OF RECOVERY ACT FUNDING: Recovery Act funding is being used to accelerate 
implementation of Sunnyside Irrigation District’s conservation program and will speed up the ability to 
increase instream flows in the Yakima River by approximately 10 years. The funding will create 
additional construction jobs in the Yakima Valley in the short term and firm up the irrigation district’s 
water supply. All these benefits can be achieved without any impact on FY 201 1 funding. 

WORK PROPOSED FOR FY 2011: 

Water and Energy Management and Development - Basin Conservation Program - Feasibility Studies 
- Continues grants to Kittitas Reclamation District and Naches Selah Irrigation District to determine the 
feasibility of specific measures identified in the districts’ water conservation plans, which must be 
completed prior to implementation. Under Conservation Program guidelines, feasibility study completion 
for participating entities could lead to implementation of the study's recommended conservation 
measures, resulting in additional river flows to enhtmee fishery benefits and improvements in irrigation 
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Yakima River Basin Water Enhancement Project 

system reliability. This willing participant component of the overall basin conservation program could 
add additional river flows to critical areas of the Basin and improve conditions for anadromous species, as 
well as the listed (threatened) steelhead populations. 400,000 

Non-Federal - State of Washington and local entities (240.000) 

160,000 

Implementation - Water and Land Acquisition - Continues funding to purchase water and habitat from 
willing sellers, within the main stem of the Yakima River in the Gap-to-Gap Reach (Union Gap-Selah 
Gap), Kittitas Reach, and tributaries to the Yakima River with high potential for improved fisheries. 

Some potential sites may include Manastash or Cowiche Creeks. The specific purpose for acquisition is 
to provide instream flows and other benefits to anadromous fish. With listed species in the basin, it is 
important for Reclamation to consider various options within the project guidelines for improving 
instream flows and acquiring good habitat or acquisitions with high potential for improved habitat. An 
opportunity to acquire water and habitat through various methods, without affecting existing irrigation 
responsibilities provides direct benefits to the basin fishery. Target acreage for acquisition would be 
approximately 350 acres with appurtenant water rights. 1,800,000 

Restoration/Enhancement - Continues work associated with restoration, weed control, fencing or fence 
removal, vegetative management, removal of fish barriers, construction of side channel habitat, levee 
removal or relocation, monitoring to establish restoration direction, development of conservation or 
restoration plans on acquired lands. Current areas of focus include the Roy, McCormick, Gerdes, and 
other potential acquisitions within the Union Gap Reach of the Yakima River. Yakima County is 
working with the US Army Corps of Engineers and numerous other local entities to setback or remove 
levees within this reach, which would create potential areas for restoration or enhancement. Continues 
restoration and enhancement work on the Scliaake property located in the Lower Kittitas Reach of the 
Yakima River and the Lower Wenas property located at the confluence of Wenas Creek and the Yakima 
River. Increase in funding is due to emphasis on restoration activities related to acquisition. 

1.263.000 

Irrigation District Imnlementation/Grants - Continues grants to Benton Irrigation District, Roza Irrigation 
District, and Sunnyside Division Board of Control to implement conservation measures provided by their 
respective feasibility studies and to monitor the effects on river diversions of those specific conservation 
measures. The Benton Irrigation District project includes a revision of their entire irrigation delivery 
system and construction will be completed in four years. Most conservation measures planned for 
irrigation district improvements are re-regulation reservoirs, automated check structures, and piped 
laterals. The Sunnyside grant is a major feature of the settlement between the U.S., State of Washington, 
Yakama Nation, and the Sunnyside Division of Reclamation’s Yakima Project regarding the water rights 
claims of the Division in the Yakima basin general stream adjudication. Grants to participating districts 
for implementation of their respective conservation measures are significant in size and cost, and 
launching into the implementation phase will require significant funding and will also require specific 
monitoring activities in order to evaluate success at achieving reductions in diversions and increases in 
instream flows. Reclamation’s responsibility to continue its basic mission in delivering irrigation water to 
contract customers will remain. 10,223,000 

Non-Federal - State of Washington and local entities (3.497.000) 

6.726.000 

Lake Cle Elum - Fish Passage - Lake Cle Elum Interim Passage - Continues operation and maintenance of 
interim downstream fish passage facilities at Cle Elum Dam. Operation and maintenance items include 
manipulation of stoplogs and control gates to regulate passage flows, maintenance of electrical and 
electronic systems, repairs and maintenance to flume structures, installation and removal of PIT tag 
detectors, etc. 100,000 
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Yakima River Basin Water Enhancement Project 

Conservation Advisory Group (CAG) - Continues coordination with the CAG as provided in the 
authorizing legislation. The CAG is a Federal Advisory Committee Act group that advises the Program 
Manager on aspects of projects related to the Basin Conservation Program. 1 00,000 

Wapato Irrigation Project Implementation - Continues implementation of the Yakama Nation’s Satus 
Creek water conservation improvements. Specific tasks include final acquisition of easements, obtaining 
pemiits, and design of the pressurized pipeline for irrigation, 2,246,000 

Reclamation Request $12,395,000 

SEE APENDIX FOR; Benefit Cost Ratios as of October 1 , 2009 
Status of NEPA Compliance 
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MID-PACIFIC REGION 
PROJECTS AND PROGRAMS 
MAP KEY 


Central Valley Project: 

1 . American River Division 

2. Auburn-Folsom South Unit 

3. Delta Division 

4. East Side Division 

5. Friant Division 

6. Sacramento Division 

7. San Felipe Division 

8. San Joaquin Division 

9. Shasta Division 

10. Trinity River Division 

1 1 . West San Joaquin Division, San Luis Unit 

Other Projects: 

12. Cachuma Project 

13. Klamath Project 

14. Lahontan Basin Project 

1 5. Orland Project 

16. Solano Project 

17. Ventura River Project 
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Cachuma Project 

Central Valley Projects (CVP): 

American River Division 

Auburn-Folsom South Unit 

Delta Division 

East Side Division 

Friant Division 

Miscellaneous Project Programs 

Replacements, Additions, & Extra. Maim. Prog (RAX) 
Sacrametuo River Division 

San Felipe Division 

San Joaquin Division 

Shasta Division 

Trinity River Division 

Water and Power Operations 

West San Joaquin Division, San Luis Ur>il 

Yield Feasibility Investigation 

Bay Area Regional Recycling Program 

Endangered Species Recovery Implementations 

Klamath Dam Removal Study 

Klamath Project 

Lahontan Basin Project 

LakeTalioe Regional Development Program 

Motelumnc River Water Storage Project 

North Bay Water Reuse Project 

Orland Project 

San Jose Water Reclamation/Reuse - Title XVI 

Solano Project 

Ventura River Project 

Wateonville Area Water RccYcling 

Subtotal - Water and Related Resources 
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MID-PACIFIC REGION 
FY 2011 OVERVIEW 


FY 2010 
Request 

FY 2011 REQUEST FOR WATER AND RELATED RESOURCES 

Water & 
Energy 

Land 

Management 

Fish & 
Wildlife 

Facility 

Operations 

Facility 

Maintenance 

Total 

Program 

$180,512,000 

$52,591,000 

$9,343,000 

$68,653,000 

$56,431,000 

$27,403,000 

$214,421,000 


The Bureau of Reclamation Fiscal Year (FY) 201 1 Request for the Mid-Pacific Region for Water and 
Related Resources totals $214.4 million. This is an increase of $33.9 million from the FY 2010 request. 

The Mid-Pacific Region (Region) includes all the lands drained by rivers flowing into the Pacific Ocean 
along the coast of California, north of the Tehachapi Mountains; all land with rivers that both begin and 
end in Nevada; and the Klamath River Watershed in southern Oregon and northern California. The 
Central Valley Project (CVP) accounts for $171.7 million of the Region’s $214.4 million Water and 
Related Resources budget request. The Klamath Project, Nevada’s Newlands, Humboldt, Washoe, and 
Tmckee Storage projects, and California’s Cachuma, Orland, Solano, and Ventura River projects all share 
in the increasing competition and conflict that grows out of the scarcity of water in the west. The budget 
request provides the financial resources to deliver a limited water supply for a variety of uses including 
urban, industrial, agriculture, fish and wildlife habitat, wetlands, recreation, endangered species, water 
quality, and Native American Tribal Trust responsibilities; 

The CVP extends from the Cascade Range in the north to the semi-arid but fertile plains along the Kern 
River in the south. The CVP serves farms, homes, and industry in California's Central Valley as well as 
major urban centers in tlte San Francisco Bay Area. The CVP also produces electric power and provides 
flood protection, navigation, recreation, and water quality benefits. This multiple-purpose project plays a 
key role in California's powerful economy, providing water for six of the top ten agricultural counties in 
the nation's leading farm state. Estimates indicate that the value of crops and related service indusbies 
returned 100 times Congress' $3.0 billion investment in the CVP. 

The CVP consists of a system of 18 dams and reservoirs, canals, power plants, and other facilities located 
mainly in the Sacramento and San Joaquin valleys. The CVP manages about 9 million acre-feet of water 
for urban, industrial, agricultural, and environmental uses; produces electrical power; and provides flood 
protection, navigation, fish and wildlife, recreation, and water quality benefits. Eleven of the Region’s 
twelve hydroelectric generators are located in the CVP and have a combined capacity of 2,064,000 
kilowatts of electricity. The CVP generates 5.6 billion kilowatt hours of electricity annually to meet the 
needs of about 2 million people. 

The Klamath and Lahontan Basin Projects also play a major role in western water issues including Indian 
trust responsibilities, endangered species protection, urban growth and expansion, changing land use, 
variable water supply, environmental issues, drought, and water quality. 

The Region will continue to address the competing needs for water delivery, efficiency, reliability, water 
quality, trust responsibilities, the environmental impacts of our projects, recreation and otlier Reclamation 
land issues. Aging infrastructure and drouglit are some of the many issues confronting the Region. 

The Water and Energy Management and Development activity request totals $52.6 million. The 
request includes $33.8 million for the CVP. Funds requested support ongoing water marketing activities, 
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Mid-Pacific Region FY201! Overview 

National Environmental Policy Act compliance (NEPA), Endangered Species Act (ESA) activities, water 
service contract renewals. Geographic Information System (GIS) technical support, water quality, 
groundwater monitoring, and water modeling. 

Specific CVP funding requests include: 

• The Drainage Management Program. 

. Water SMART. 

• The Interagency Ecological Program (lEP), which provides monitoring activities in the San 
Francisco Delta required by permits and conditions governing operation of the CVP and State 
Water Project; 

• Continue resource management planning for New Melones Reservoir; 

» Continue studies to determine the causes for the decline of the Pelagic fish organisms in the 
Sacramento-San Joaquin River Delta; and 

• Studies under the California Investigation Program. 

The $2.5 million requested for the Lahontan Basin Project continues Operating Criteria and Procedures 
(OCAP) for the Newlands Project to minimize the use of the Tiuckee River and maximize the use of the 
Carson River. Truckee River Operating Agreement (TROA) implementation continues for storage of non- 
project water in Reclamation reservoirs. TROA implementation is conditional based upon dam safety and 
flood control requirements, enhanced spawning flows on the Truckee River, implementation of the 
Preliminary Settlement Agreement and mitigation plan, satisfying existing water rights, and minimizing 
operation and maintenance costs for Stampede Reservoir. 

The $5.0 million requested for the Klamath Dam Removal Study will help determine if potential benefits 
outweigh the costs of dam removal. Consideration will be given to the liabilities, environmental risks, and 
effects on downstream resources that would result from removal of the dam. 

The $10.3 million requested for the Klamath Project continues authorized studies under the Water 
Resource Initiative and the Water Supply Enhancement Act (P.L. 106-498). The studies will identify 
options for increasing water supplies and improving water quality in the Klamath River Basin. This 
request provides for Klamath Operations Project Planning activities which include development of water 
SMART plans, technical assistance, demonstration projects, grants, cooperative agreements, 
partnerships, and irrigation efficiency improvements. 


The Land Management and Development activity request totals $9.3 million. The CVP request 
includes $5.2 million for ongoing efforts with management of land and natural resources including 
hazardous material management, encroachments and out grants, land resource protection, land 
classification program, and land use requests. 

Funding of $799,000 continues repair work on transfer stipulations for San Justo Dam and Reservoir in 
the San Felipe Division. 

The East Side Division includes $712,000 for management and concession oversight of the recreation 
area at New Melones Lake. 

The Solano Project includes $1.3 million for management of the recreation area at Lake Berryessa. 

The Klamath Project includes $750,000 to continue Reclamation’s management of nearly 30,000 acres of 
land. 
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The Lahontan Project request of $1.5 million includes funds for land management for the Humboldt 
Project, Title Transfer, GIS support and hazardous waste management activities in the Newlands Project. 

The Fish and Wildlife Management and Development activity request totals $68.7 million, which 
includes $59.0 million for the CVP. The request provides for numerous ongoing environmental initiatives 
throughout the Region. Activities include ESA implementation, ecosystem water models, fish monitoring 
and evaluation programs. Major activities include: 

• A request of $39.9 million for construction of the Red Bluff pumping plant; 

• Activities to ensure implementation of the Biological Opinion. 

® A request of $1 1 ,8 million for various endangered species conservation efforts and implementation 
of recommendations from the Trinity River Flow Evaluation; 

• Klamath Basin ESA Recovery - Conservation Implementation Program for $1 .5 million; 

• Klamath Basin ESA Compliance activities, $5.0 million; and 

• Klamath Basin Fish Passage for $875,000. 

The Facility Operations activity request totals $56.4 million, which includes $49.1 million for the CVP. 
The requested funds continue operations and maintenance (O&M) of dams, conveyance facilities, fish 
hatcheries and associated infrastructure throughout the Region. Aging facilities present unique challenges 
and increased commitment of financial and manpower resources. Other significant requests include $6.8 
million for San Luis Joint Use facilities with the State of California. 

The Facility Maintenance and Rehabilitation activity request totals $27.4 million, which includes $24.7 
million for the CVP. The requested funds continue ongoing efforts to reduce the outstanding needs in the 
Region’s Deferred Maintenance and CVP, Replacement, Additions, and Extraordinary Maintenance 
(RAX) Program. The most critical items receive the highest priority. The CVP RAX request is 
$21.7 million. Other significant requests include $2.0 million for Klamath Project activities, including 
maintenance repair and rehabilitation. Requested funds continue accessibility upgrades throughout the 
Region to meet congressional accessibility mandates in the Americans with Disabilities Act of 1990, and 
Section 501 and 504 of the Rehabilitation Act of 1973. 

The following programs are not included in the Water and Related Resources account, but are part of the 
Mid Pacific Region’s portfolio: 

The California Bay-Delta Restoration Act request of $40.0 million implements priority activities within 
existing statutory authorities. The California Bay-Delta Authorization Act, dated October 25, 2004, 
provided a six-year Federal authorization through FY 2010 to implement the activities consistent with the 
August 2000 California Record of Decision. Authorities authorized by P.L. 108-361 were extended 
through 2014, by Section 210 of P.L. 111-85, Energy and Water Development and Related Agencies 
Appropriations Act, October 28, 2009, which states: “Title I of P.L. 108-361 is amended by striking 
“20 1 0” wherever it appears and inserting “2014” in lieu thereof’ 

The CVP Restoration Fund request provides collections from water and power users under the 
California Valley Project Improvement Act of 1992, October 30, 1992 (CVPIA), The CVP Restoration 
Fund appropriation reflects a change in collections into the fund resulting from the “three year rolling 
average” requirement. The collections are appropriated by Congress prior to being available for 
obligation and expenditure. Estimated appropriation is $49.9 million for FY 201 1. Funds are used as a 
cost-share for activities authorized by the CVPIA. Non-Federal cost-sharing and Water and Related 
Resources appropriation also supports the implementation of CVPIA. 
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The San Joaquin River Restoration Settlement request of $72.1 million is for the anticipated receipt 
allocations. Funding will be for planning, engineering, environmental compliance, fishery management, 
water operations, and public involvement activities related to the Restoration and Water Management 
goals that are consistent with the San Joaquin River Restoration Act, Title X of P.L. 111-11, Omnibus 
Public Land Management Act of 2009 dated March 30, 2009. 

Planned Accomplishments in FY 2011: The MP Region will continue to focus on the areas of: health 
and human safety; protection of the federal investment; reliability and predictability of water and power 
supply (including the delivery of 6.0 million acre-feet of water to over 300 water contractors); protection 
and enhancement of fish and wildlife resources; and the protection of Native American trust assets. The 
Region will operate and maintain its facilities in a manner to achieve a fair or better rating for 37 out of 
38 of its high and significant hazard dams, and operate and maintain its facilities in a manner to achieve a 
fair or better rating for 1 3 out of 1 4 of its reserved works associated facilities. Several RAX projects will 
be implemented that will help reduce the backlog of projects that are lower on the priority list to avoid 
further delay and increased risk. The San Joaquin River Restoration Settlement calls for a variety of 
physical improvements within and near the San Joaquin River and within the service areas of the Friant 
Division. In 201 1 planning, engineering, environmental compliance, fishery management, water 
operations, and public involvement activities will continue. The Region continues to support the lEP for 
the Sacramento-San Joaquin estuary for physical, chemical, and biological monitoring. There is presently 
an unprecedented decline in four fish species in the Sacramento-San Joaquin delta including the federally 
protected delta smelt, It is anticipated that activities will assist in identifying the causes and remedies to 
the fish decline in the delta. Funding for the Klamath Project continues studies authorized under the 
Water Supply Enhancement Act (P.L. 106-498) to identi^ options for increasing water supplies and 
improving water quality. Continued implementation of the Conservation Implementation Program would 
move forward as required as a reasonable and prudent alternative. The Region continues water acquisition 
efforts through multiple agreements and partnerships. Mitigation continues for fisheries impacts 
associated with operation of the C.W. “Bill” Jones Pumping Plant, including identifying and 
recommending physical and operational improvements to the Tracy Fish Collection Facility, paying 
particular attention to the newly reissued Central Valley Projects Operating Criteria and Plan (CVP 
OCAP) biological opinions, as well as assessing present day fishery conditions at the facility. The Trinity 
River Restoration Program (TRRP) continues implementation of a December 2000 Record of Decision, 
including development of a comprehensive monitoring and adaptive management program for fishery 
restoration. Fishery restoration efforts for this Program are an essential part of the Department of the 
Interior (DOI) trust responsibilities to the Hoopa Valley Tribe and the Yurok Tribe. The Region will 
continue supplemental feasibility activities, and reports for California storage projects. California storage 
and conveyance studies in FY 20 1 1 will focus on completing the environmental analyses, engineering 
design and cost estimates, economic and financial analyses, identification of recommended plans and 
development of interim planning reports. The Region has eradicated hydrilla from about 445 acres. The 
remaining 3,027 acres of hydrilla-infested ponds, canals, and rivers will be treated and surveyed. The 
Region will continue to support the Department’s youth employment initiatives. Funds will be used to 
implement program activities in the areas of outreach, employment, and education of the youth in the 
conservation, maintenance, and management of natural, cultural, and recreational resources to strengthen 
partnerships, collaboration, and cooperation within the DOI bureaus as well as witli e.xtemal agencies and 
educational institutions. 

Planned Accomplishments in 2010 include the delivery of 6.0 million acre feet of water to over 300 
water contractors. The Region will operate and maintain its facilities in a manner to achieve a fair or 
better rating for 37 out of 38 of its high and significant hazard dams, and operate and maintain its 
facilities in a manner to achieve a fair or better rating for 13 out of 1 4 of its reserved works associated 
facilities. The RAX program will continue to be a regional priority in order to ensure the facilities 
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maintain fair or better ratings. The Region continues to support the lEP for the Sacramento-San Joaquin 
estuary for physical, chemical, and biological monitoring. There is presently an unprecedented decline in 
four fish species in the Sacramento-San Joaquin delta including the federally protected delta smelt. It is 
anticipated that activities will assist in identifying the causes and remedies to the fish decline in the delta. 
Funding for the Klamath Project continues studies authorized under the Water Supply Enhancement Act 
(P.L. 106-498) to identify options for increasing water supplies and improving water quality. Continued 
implementation of the Conservation Implementation Program would move forward as required as a 
reasonable and prudent alternative. The Region continues water acquisition efforts through multiple 
agreements and partnerships. Mitigation continues for fisheries impacts associated with operation of the 
C.W. “Bill” Jones Pumping Plant, including identifying and recommending physical and operational 
improvements to the Tracy Fish Collection Facility paying particular attention to the newly reissued CVP 
OCAP biological opinions, as well as assessing present day fishery conditions at the facility. The TRRP 
continues implementation of a December 2000 Record of Decision, including development of a 
comprehensive monitoring and adaptive management program for fisheiy restoration. The Region will 
continue supplemental feasibility activities, and reports for California storage projects. California storage 
and conveyance studies in FY 2010 will focus on completing the environmental analyses, engineering 
design and cost estimates, economic and financial analyses, identification of recommended plans and 
development of interim planning reports. The Region has eradicated hydrilla from about 445 acres. The 
remaining 3,027 acres of hydrilla-infested ponds, canals, and rivers will be treated and surveyed. 

Accomplishments in FY 2009 include the utilization of project facilities and authorized programs to 
alleviate a margin of the impacts in drought stricken areas, where our ability to deliver 5 million acre feet 
of water to over 300 water contractors is hindered. Three consecutive years of dry hydrology conditions 
caused reduced water deliveiy targets. The Region operated and maintained its facilities in a manner to 
achieve a fair or better rating for 37 out of 38 of its high and significant hazard dams, and operated and 
maintained its facilities in a manner to achieve a fair or better rating for 1 3 out of 14 of its reserved works 
associated facilities. The RAX program continued to be a regional priority in order to ensure the facilities 
maintained fair or better ratings. The Region continued to support the IBP for the Sacramento-San 
Joaquin estuary for physical, chemical, and biological monitoring which is required as a condition of the 
joint Federal-State water export permit and studies under the Endangered Species Act of 1973 and to help 
resolve Bay-Delta water issues. Continued studies addressing contributing causes of the Pelagic 
Organisms Decline (POD). There continued an unprecedented decline in four fish species in the 
Sacramento-San Joaquin delta including the federally protected delta smelt. It is anticipated that activities 
will assist in identifying the causes and remedies to the fish decline in the delta. Funding for the Klamath 
Project continued studies authorized under the Water Supply Enhancement Act (P.L. 1 06-498) to identify 
options for increasing water supplies and improving water quality in the Klamath River Basin. Klamath 
continued preparation of lands and dikes in preparation fora transfer of Barnes and Agency Lake Ranches 
to the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service. Continued work to complete design and specifications for 
rehabilitation of Gerber Dam. Continued implementation of the Conservation Implementation Program 
moved forward as required as a reasonable and prudent alternative in the National Oceanic and 
Atmospheric Administration Fisheries Biological Opinion. The Region continued water acquisition 
efforts through multiple agieements and paitnerships. These actions included the water acquisitions for 
wildlife refuges and water quality improvements, refuge conveyance contracts, and agreements for the 
use of Federal storage and conveyance facilities to facilitate the use of non-project water supplies. 
Mitigation continued for fisheries impacts associated with operation of the C.W. “Bill” Jones Pumping 
Plant, including identifying and recommending physical and operational improvements to the Tracy Fish 
Collection Facility paying particular attention to the newly reissued CVP OCAP biological opinions, as 
well as assessing present day fishery conditions at the facility. The TRRP continued implementation of a 
December 2000 Record of Decision, including development of a comprehensive monitoring and adaptive 
management program for fishery restoration. FY 2009 activities for TRRP included constructing river 
modification projects at various sites along the Trinity River. California storage and conveyance studies 
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in FY 2009 focused on completion of the environmental review, engineering design and cost estimates, 
economic and financial analysis, identification of recommended plans, and draft Feasibility Reports 
EIS/EIRs. 

Accomplishments for ARKA in 2009 and Planned Accomplishments for 2010 included award of the 
first contracts under the Red Bluff Fish Passage Program and the planned award of the remaining 
contracts in April, 2010. The Klamath Dam removal sedimentation study began in 2009 and will 
continue in 2010. The replacement of Folsom Power Plant Transfoimers began in 2009, as did the 
construction of the Contra Costa Rock Slough Fish Screen project, and the Delta Habitat Conservation 
Study. Additionally, corrective actions to ensure eompliance with the Americans with Disabilities Act 
(ADA) will began at several MP facilities. 

WATER AND RELATED RESOURCES REQUEST BY MISSION AREAS 


TOTAL WATER AND RELATED RESOURCES REQUEST BY MISSION AREAS 

Fiscal 

Year 

Resource Use - 
Water 

Resource Use - 
Power 

Resource 

Protection 

Recreation 

Total 

FY 2010 
Projects 

$157,563,000 

$14,614,000 

$323,000 

$5,759,000 

$178,349,000 

FY2010 

Bureauwides* 

$4,823,000 


$0 

$0 

$4,823,000 

FY 2011 
Proiects 

$195,686,000 

$13,055,000 

$427,000 

$5,253,000 

$214,421,000 

FY2011 

Bureauwides* 

$4,643,000 

$0 

$214,000 

$0 

$4,857,000 


*Performance measures identified in Table 1 Ic (Projected Accomplishments for FY 201 1 
Budget/Strategy Linkage) reflect targets and accomplishments funded through individual projects and 
bureauwide programs. This table provides a breakdown of the request by projects and bureau wide 
programs specific to the Region. The bureauwide programs are compiled under a separate section of the 
request entitled "Bureauwide Programs." 

Resource Use - Water (Deliver Water Consistent with Applicable State and Federal Law) - The 
amount being requested is$195.7 million, which is a $38.1 million increase from FY 2010. 

$159.2 million is for activities associated with operating and maintaining a safe and reliable water 
infrastructure, $3 1 .6 million is for activities associated with effective water management to optimize 
supply, and $4.9 million is for activities to complete construction projects to increase delivery facilities 
and water availability. 

Resource Use - Energy (Manage or Influence Resource Use to Enhance Public Benefit, Responsible 
Development, and Economic Value-Hydropower) - The amount being requested is $13.1 million which 
is a $1.5 million decrease from FY 2010. The $14.7 million is for activities to operate and maintain 
reliable, safe and secure power facilities. 

Resource Protection (Watersheds, Landscapes, and Marine Resource), (Biological Communities), 
and (Cultural and Natural Heritage Resources) - The amount being requested, $427,000 is a $104,000 
increase from FY 2010. The $198,000 is for the biological community, and $229,000 is for cultural 
resources and museum property management. 
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Recreation (Improve the Quality and Diversity of Recreation Experiences and Visitor Enjoyment 
on DOI Lands)) - The amount being requested is $5.3 million which is a $506,000 decrease from FY 
2010. $5.2 million is for activities to improve capacities to provide access for recreation and $20,000 is 
to provide for and receive fair value in recreation. 


Cost and Performance Information 


To date, the Region’s O&M managers and staff have been successful in meeting the challenges of 
keeping the Region’s infrastructure in fair to good condition as measured by the Facility Reliability 
Rating. All 38 high and significant dams and 14 associated facilities were in fair and good condition at 
the end of FY 2009. The Region’s target for FY 2010 through FY 201 1 is 96 percent in fair and good 
condition, a reflection of the increase in risks associated with an aging infrastructure. 
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1570. Percent of incidents/ investigations 
closed for Part I and Part II natural, cultural, 
and heritage resources offenses. (LC and 
SSLEonly)(SP) 

Contributing Proiects/Programs: 

Comments: This measure applies only to LC 
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Cachuma Project 

LOCATION: The Cachuma Project (Project) is located along the west coast, near Santa Barbara, in 
southern California. 

DESCRIFTION/JUSTIFICATION: The Project facilities consist of five storage dams and reseivoirs 
(Bradbury, Glen Anne, Lauro, Ortega, and Carpinteria), two tunnels (Tecolote and Sheffield) totaling 
7.5 miles, 24.3 miles of conduit, and various distribution systems. Bradbury Dam and Reservoir is 
operated and maintained by Reclamation. Operation and maintenance of all other project facilities are 
performed by the water users. The Project provides supplemental irrigation water to approximately 
38,000 acres and a supply of municipal water to the City of Santa Barbara and other urban areas located 
in Santa Barbara County on the southern slope of the Santa Ynez Mountains. Project facilities also are 
operated to provide recreation benefits. 

AUTHORIZATION: P.L. 76-260, Reclamation Project Act of 1939, August 4, 1939 (approved by the 
Secretary of the Interior on March 4. 1948); P.L. 95-578, the Reclamation Safety of Dams Act, November 
2, 1978; as amended by P.L. 98-404, the Reclamation Safety of Dams Act Amendments of 1984, August 
28, 1984. 

PERFORMANCE INFORMATION: This project is aligned with the following Department of the 
Interior’s Strategic Plan end outcome goa!(s): Deliver Water Consistent with Applicable State and 
Federal law, in an Environmentally Responsible and Cost-Efficient Manner and Improve the Quality and 
Diversity of Recreation Experiences and Visitor Enjoyment on DOI Lands. Tlie intermediate outcome is 
Operate and Maintain a Safe and Reliable Water Infrastructure and Effective Water Management to 
Optimize Supply. The Activity Based Costing/Management alignment includes 9C - Oversee/Administer 
Water Service Contracts; 8J - Enhance Water Supply, 8E - Manage Project Lands; 4H - Operate 
Dams/Water Storage Facilities; and G7 - Assess Resource Use Impacts. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCUL DATA 


ProgramFinancial^Da^ 


Activity 

FY2010 

FY 2011 

Water and Energy Management and Deyelopment 

$387,000 

$312,000 

Land Management and Development 

362,000 

429,000 

Fish and Wildlife Management and Development 

42,000 

46,000 

Facility Operations 

618.000 

603,000 

Facility Maintenance and Rehabilitation 

189,000 

11,000 

Enacted/Request 

$1,598,000 

$1,401,000 

Non-Federal 

0 

0 

Prior Year Funds 

315,458 

0 

Total Program 

$1,913,458 

$1,401,000 

Prior Year Funds/Non-Federal 

(315,458) 

0 

Total Reclamation Allotment 

$1,598,000 

$1,401,000 


IMPACTS OF RECOVERY ACT FUNDING: Provides funding for water and sewage treatment 
plants, and the retrofitting of structures to meet requirements of the Americans with Disabilities Act. 


Mid-Pacific Region -21 


54826A 


02 / 22/2010 




1950 
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WORK PROPOSED FOR FY 2011: 

Water and Energy Management and Development - Continues the efficient use of water through 
conservation plans, technical assistance, demonstration projects, grants, cooperative agreements, 
partnerships, and irrigation efficiency improvements. Continues the National Environmental Policy Act 
(NEPA) compliance for Project activities, in adherence to the federally-mandated requirements. 

Continues the administration and negotiation of water services contract renewals and water marketing 
activities. *312,000 


Land Management and Development - Continues day-to-day land management activities, complying 
with and administering laws and regulations, and providing on-site assessment, review, and oversight, 
and provide NEPA and Endangered Species Act compliance in association with public requests to use or 
alter recreational lands and facilities. Continues hazardous materials activities, which may include waste 
removal and cleanups. Increase is due to revised funding schedule for land resource protection. 

429,000 


Fish and Wildlife Management and Development - Continues environmental monitoring of the effect 
that pest management activities have on the threatened and endangered species which are located on, in, 
or around project facilities, in compliance with Federal and State environmental laws and regulations. 

46,000 


Facility Operations - Continues day-to-day operation of Bradbury Dam to ensure continued delivery of 
water for irrigation, municipal, and industrial uses through tunnels, canals, pumping plants, and pipelines, 
as well as provides water releases for water rights downstream, and emergency management activities. 

603,000 


Facility Maintenance and Rehabilitation - Continues inspections and facility modifications to meet 
Federal accessibility standards. Decrease is due to revised funding schedule for Americans with 
Disabilities Act compliance. 

11.000 

Reclamation Request $1,401,000 

SEE APPENDIX FOR: Obligations by Function for Operating Projects 
Status of NEPA Compliance 
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California Investigations Program 

LOCATION: The portion of California north of the Tehacliapi Mountains in the Mid-Pacific Region. 
The location includes Congressional Districts 1 through 23 and 25. 

DESCRIPTION/ JUSTIFICATION: The objective of this ongoing program is to improve water 
management in California. The water management options may be related to the Central Valley Project 
(CVP) or other water needs in the northern and central areas of California. 

Management of water resources in California often requires solutions developed from a geographical or 
watershed basin perspective. California’s water resource problems vaiy depending upon the geographic 
location. The Program issues are driven by the listing of endangered species, the San Francisco Bay- 
Delta estuary requirements, water quality concerns, land subsidence, salt water intrusion, and increasing 
urbanization and population growth. It is critical to develop a mechanism that is predicated upon 
cooperation with Federal, State, and local interests to improve water management practices in California. 

AUTHORIZATION: The Reclamation Act of 1902, June 17, 1902; P. L. 102-575, Title XVI, Water 
Reclamation and Reuse Act and Title XXXIV, Central Valley Project Improvement Act of 1992, October 
30, 1992. 

PERFORMANCE INFORMATION: This project is aligned with the following Department of the 
Interior's Strategic Plan end outcome goal(s); Deliver Water Consistent with Applicable State and 
Federal law, in an Environmentally Responsible and Cost-Efficient Manner. The intermediate outcome 
is Effective Water Management to Optimize Supply. The Activity Based Costing/Management 
alignment includes 22 - Plan for Water and Related Resource Use. 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 


ProgramnnancialD^a 


Activity 

FY2010 

FY 201 1 

Water and Energy Management and Development 

$474,000 

$233,000 

Enacted/Request 

$474,000 

$233,000 

Non-Federal 

500,000 

233,000 

Prior Year Funds 

26,624 

0 

Total Program 

$1,000,624 

$466,000 

Prior Year Funds/Non-Federal 

(526,624) 

(233,000) 

Total Reclamation Allotment 

$474,000, 

$233,000 


COST-SHARING; Cost-sharing for each activity under the California Investigations Program will be 
determined on individual merits consistent with Reclamation’s policy. 

WORK PROPOSED FOR FY 2011; 

Water and Energy Management and Development - Continues providing a source for initial evaluation 
of water management options. The water management options may be related to tlie CVP or other water 
needs in the northern and central areas of California. The current investigations are: 


State of California and Local Agencies Water Supply Reliability - Continues planning water management 
actions with State and local agencies to improve the reliability of their supplies through conservation, 
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California Investigations Program 


facility maintenance and modemization, and demand reduction. (FY 2007 - FY 2012) 
Total Budget: 100,000 

Various cost-share partners (non-Federal) (50,000') 

Reclamation Share: 50,000 


Eastern San Joaquin Groundwater Basin Investigations - Continues evaluating the cause, extent, and rate 
of saline intrusion and resultant impacts to the reliability of groundwater usage for agricultural purposes 
in cooperation with San Joaquin County. (FY 2007 - FY 2012) 

Total Budget: 1 00,000 

Various cost-share partners (non-Federal) (50.0001 

Reclamation Share: 50,000 


State of California Bulletin 160 - Begins coordination with the State of California to update the State 
Water Plan (Bulletin 160). The State of California updates Bulletin 160 every five years and Reclamation 
provides data on the CVP as well as technical assistance and review as the next update is assembled. 

(FY 2011 -FY 2015) 

Total Budget: 1 00,000 

Non-Federal Share (50.0001 

Reclamation Share: 50,000 


Integrated Regional Water Management: The Methods. Guidance, and Assistance Program (IRWM- 
MGAP1 - Continues a program to meet the needs of our customers, and assist them in, identifying and 
implementing effective and reliable water supplies. The IRWM-MGAP will partner with the Southern 
California Area Office, Lower Colorado Region, California Department of Water Resources, California 
State Water Resources Control Board, and the Center for Integrated Water Research, University of 
California Santa Cruz, and various water and irrigation districts in both northern and southern California. 
The puipose is to develop a guidance document that can be used to evaluate the reliability of water 
supplies for agricultural, urban and environmental users including the effects of future climate change at 
the regional scale. These results will be used to develop adaptation strategies that include a portfolio of 
supply options as well as other water management measures within an IRWM plan. The study will assess 
current and future risks to water supplies, address existing and future uncertainties and prioritize potential 
adaptation strategies. (FY 2011 - £W 2015) 


Total Budget: 

166,000 


Non-Federal Share: 

(83,00) 


Reclamation Share 

83,000 


Reclamation Request 


S233,000 
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CVP, American River Division 
Folsom Dam Unit 

LOCATION: The American River Division (Division) is located in the east-centra! part of the 
Sacramento-San Joaquin Valley in El Dorado, Placer, Sacramento, and San Joaquin Counties, California. 

DESCRIPTION/JUSTIFICATION; The Division consists of Folsom Dam and Folsom Lake which 
were constructed by the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers and transfeired to Reclamation in 1956. It has a 
height of 340 feet, a crest length of 1,400 feet, a capacity of 977,000 acre-feet, and is flanked by long 
earthfill wing dams extending from the end of the concrete section on both abutments. The Division also 
includes: Folsom Powerplant which has a capacity of 212,220 kilowatts and is located at the foot of 
Folsom Dam on the north side of the river; Mormon Island Auxiliary Dam, a component of the Folsom 
Dam and Lake facilities; Nimbus Fish Hatchery, built by Reclamation and operated by the State of 
California with funds advanced yearly by Reclamation that is located about 0.3 mile below Nimbus Dam 
on the American River seven miles below Folsom Dam; and Nimbus Powerplant which has two 
generators each with a capacity of 7,763 kilowatts. The El Dorado System was transferred in title to the 
Irrigation District several years ago. 

AUTHORIZATION; P.L. 79-732, August 14, 1946, Fish and Wildlife Coordination Act; P.L. 81-356, 
American River Basin Development, October 14, 1949; P.L. 102-377, FY 1993 Energy and Water 
Development Appropriation Act, Section 201, October 2, 1992; P.L. 102-575, Title XXXIV, Central 
Valley Project Improvement Act of 1992, October 30, 1992; P.L, 105-295, October 27, 1998, 
authorization to construct Folsom Dam temperature control devices; P.L. 108-137, Section 219, 
December 1, 2003 amends P.L. 105-295 sections 1(b) and 1(c); P.L. 108-361, Title II, Section 203, 
October 25, 2004 amends P.L. 1 05-295, Section I (c); P.L. 1 06-377 authorized title transfer of the Sly 
Park Unit to El Dorado Irrigation District; and P.L. 106-53, Title I, Section 101(a)(6)(A), August 17, 
1999 authorized the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers to make modifications to the outlets of Folsom Dam. 


PERFORMANCE INFORMATION: This project is aligned with the following Department of the 
Interior ’s Strategic Plan end outcome goal(s); Deliver Water Consistent with Applicable State and 
Federal Law, in an Environmentally Responsible and Cost-Efficient Manner (Water), Improve the Quality 
and Diversity of Recreation Experiences and Visitor Enjoyment on DOI Lands, and Sustain Biological 
Communities on DOI Managed and Influenced Lands and Waters Consistent with Obligations and State 
Law Regarding the Allocation and Use of Water. The intermediate outcome is Operate and Maintain a 
Safe and Reliable Water Infrastructure, Effective Water Management to Optimize Supply, and Improve 
Capacities to Provide Access for Recreation. The Activity Based Costing/Management alignment 
includes 4H - Operate DamsAVater Storage Facilities, 41 - Operate Conveyance Facilities, 5A - Maintain 
DamsAVater Storage Facilities, 8E - Manage Project Lands, 8K - Implement Environmental 
Recommendations, 22 - Plan for Water and Related Resource Use, 9C - Oversee/Administer Water 
Service Contracts, Enhance Water Supply, 8J- Enhance Water Supply, 50 - Manage Recreation, and 7P - 
Control Invasive Plants. 
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CVP, Amet'icun River Division, Folsom Dam Unit 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 

Program Financial Data 


Activity 

FY2010 

FY2011 1 

Water and Energy Management and Development 

$1,186,000 

$1,171,000 

Land Management and Development 

320,000 

400,000 

Fish and Wildlife Management and Development 

60,000 

60,000 

Facility Operations 

7,609,000 

7,633,000 

Facility Maintenance and Rehabilitation 

0 

200,000 

Enacted/Request 

$9,175,000 

$9,464,000 

Non-Federal 

4,697,000 

4,504,000 

Prior Year Funds 

7,518 

0 1 

Total Program 

$13,879,518 

$13,968,000 

Prior Year Funds/Non-Federal 

(4,704,518) 

(4,504,000) 

Total Reclamation Allotment 

$9,175,000 

$9,464,000 1 


Total Cost Information 



Total 

Estimated 

Cost 

Total to 
9/30/09 

ARRA 

Fundingt' 

FY 2010 

FY 

2011 

Balance to 
Complete 

Reclamation 
- Folsom Dam 
Unit 

$179,997,636 

$184,322,805 

$0 

($4,407,426) 

$0 

$82,257 

Adiustments 
Folsom Dam 

Unit 

79,688 

(4,327,738) 

0 

4,407,426 

0 

0 

Total 

- Folsom Dam 
Unit 

$180,077,324 

$179,995,067 

$0 

$0 

$0 

$82,257 


'' Includes Federal net property transfers of $79,688. FY 2010 includes undelivered orders. 
2 . ARRA reflected in Bureauwide Dam Safety Program 


Cost Allocation and Methodology 


Allocation 

FY 2010 

FY 2011 

Irrigation - Folsom Dam Unit 

$109,974,000 

$107,044,000 

Power - Folsom Dam Unit 

32,814,000 

31,874,000 

Municipal & Industrial Water - Folsom Dam Unit 

12,104,000 

10,965,000 

Recreation - Folsom Dam Unit 

0 

0 

Flood Control - Folsom Dam Unit 

7,853,000 

7,245,000 

Navigation - Folsom Dam Unit 

568,000 

522,000 

Safety of Dams - Folsom Dam Unit 

21,764,000 

22,427,000 

Total - Folsom Dam Unit ^ 

$185,077,000 

$180,077,000 


Includes $22,427,000 for safety of dams program activities at the Folsom Dam, Mormon Island 
Auxiliary Dam; under Reclamation Safety of Dams Act of 1978, November 2, 1978 (P.L. 95-578), as 
amended by P.L. 98-404, Reclamation Safety of Dams Act Amendments of 1984, August 28, 1984. 

^ Rounding adjustment of -$324 made for allocation purposes. 
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CVP, American River Division, Folsom Dam Unit 

METHODOLOGY: The operational and financial integiation provision of the Central Valley Project 
(CVP) authorization requires that cost allocation, ratesetting, and repayment studies be performed for the 
total project rather than individual divisions and units. In response to congressional requests for 
information on individual divisions and units, pro rata shares of the cost allocation for the total authorized 
project is shown for the individual divisions and units. Thus, the pro rata share of the project cost 
allocation shown for this division will change each time there is a change in the total estimated cost of the 
authorized CVP. 

The net decrease eost to be allocated of $5,000,000 is due to revised estimate for the Folsom 
administration building, 

APPROPRIATION CEILING: Not applicable for the Division, except for the construction of 
temperature eontrol deviees on Folsom Dam and on existing non-Federal facilities which were authorized 
by P.L. 105-295, October 27, 1998 as amended by P.L. 108-137, Title II, Section 219, December 1, 2003, 
and P.L. 1 08-361 , Title II, Section 203, October 25, 2004. The ceiling for the temperature control device 
on Folsom Dam is $5,978,000 (October 2009) and the comparable Federal obligation is $5,895,743 which 
does not exceed the ceiling limitation. The ceiling for the temperature control device on existing non- 
Federal facilities is $10,433,000 (October 2009) and the comparable Federal obligation is $7,363,371 
which does not exceed the ceiling limitation. 

WORK PROPOSED FOR FY 2011 : 

Water and Energy Management and Development - 

Administration and Compliance - Provides for the administration of water rights and water marketing 
activities such as administering water contracts, agreements, developing standards. National 
Environmental Policy Act compliance, operations support, water forum participation, groundwater 
monitoring activities and water resources management plans. 894,000 

Conservation/Special Programs - Continues environmental monitoring, water conservation activities, 

State law coordination and compliance. 277,000 

Subtotal, Water and Energy Management and Development $1,171,000 

Land Management and Development - Continues concession management activities at Folsom, 
resource management, and hazardous materials management activities and programs at Folsom Lake and 
Lake Natomas. 400,000 

Fish and Wildlife Management and Development - Continues the consultation requirements of the 
Endangered Species Act and the implementation of Biological Opinions on activities and project 
operations. 60,000 

Facility Operations - 

Water/Power Ot:eratioiis - Continues day-to-day operation, outreach programs, preventive maintenance 
and efficient resource management of the Folsom and Nimbus dams, reservoirs, powerplants, 
switchyards, pumping plant, and recreation facilities. Central Valley Project Preference Power Customers 
are funding Folsom and Nimbus powerplants and switchyards in FY 201 1 . 

9.225.000 

Central Valley Project Power Customers (non-Federal) (4.504.000) 

4.721.000 

Fish and Wildlife Facilities - Continues operation of the Nimbus fish protection facility and hatchery. 

2.400.000 
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Cyp, American River Division, Folsom Dam Unit 


Hvdrilla Detection/Eradication Program and Aaiiatic Weed Research - Continues to control or eradicate 
aquatic weeds and hydrilla. 3 1,000 

Folsom Security - Continues operation and maintenance of installed hardened security features for the 
Folsom Dam complex. 481,000 

Subtotal, Facility Operations 7,633,000 

Facility Maintenance and Rehabilitation - Continues facility modifications to meet Federal 
accessibility standards and minor modifications not covered by Corps of Engineers’ funding. Increase is 
due to increased efforts to meet the accessibility compliance program goals for the Project. 

200,000 


Reclamation Request $9,464,000 


SEE APPENDIX FOR: Benefit Cost Ratios as of October 1,2010 
Land Certification 

Obligations by Function for Operating Projects 

Project Repayment FY 201 1 

Status of NEPA Compliance 

Status of Water Service and Repayment Contracts 

Summaiy of Irrigation Investment 

Note: Folsom Unit, Folsom Dam is currently undergoing a safety of darns modification - see the Dam 
Safety Program listed under the Bureauwide Programs. 
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CVP, Auburn-Folsom South Unit 

LOCATION: The Auburn-Folsom South Unit (Unit) is located in the east-central part of the 
Sacramento-San Joaquin Valley in El Dorado, Placer, Sacramento, and San Joaquin counties, California. 

DESCRIPTION/JUSTIFICATION: This Unit consists of the authorized, but unconstructed Auburn 
Dam, Reservoir, and Power plant; the Folsom South Canal, a proposed 68.8-mile long canal (26.7 miles 
have been completed) with an anticipated capacity of 3,500 cubic feet per second, originating at Nimbus 
Dam on the American River which would extend southward through San Joaquin County and terminate 
20 miles southeast of the City of Stockton; County Line Dam and Reservoir, a proposed earth fill 
structure 90 feet high and 585 feet long with a capacity of 40,000 acre-feet would develop water and 
power supplies for delivery to users located in the Unit service area and elsewhere in the project service 
area when complete. The Unit would provide full irrigation service to 28,300 acres, supplemental 
irrigation service to 416,050 acres, and 332,000 acre-feet annually for municipal and industrial use. 
Benefits would also accrue to fish and wildlife, recreation, and water quality. The power installation at 
Auburn would have an initial capacity of 300,000 kilowatts, consisting oftwo units of 150,000 kilowatts 
each, with provisions for ultimate development of the hydroelectric capacity, now estimated to consist of 
an additional two units of 150,000 kilowatts each. The installation of the ultimate capacity would require 
additional authorization. 

Reclamation has completed a final draft of the Auburn-Folsom South Unit (AFSU) Special Report, 
Benefits and Cost Update, Central Valley Project dated December 2006. The Special Report was 
completed in accordance with P.L. 109-103, and was finalized and transmitted to Congress in January 
2007. The 1963 Feasibility Report and subsequent autiiorization for the Auburn-Folsom South Unit was 
based upon existing and reasonable foreseeable future conditions as known or assumed in the 1950s. The 
Special Report indicates that a reformulation of the authorized project that reviews the current and 
projected future conditions would provide a more accurate assessment of the feasibility of the AFSU 
today. This would include a review to detennine required features to accomplish project puiposes under 
current and projected future conditions, optimize the size and use of those features, modify or develop 
designs to cunent standards, and reallocate benefits and costs. 

On December 2, 2008, the California State Water Resources Control Board revoked four water right 
permits held by Reclamation for the Auburn Dam Project. 

The Federal Govemment owns approximately 26,000 acres of land for the project used by approximately 
1 .5 million visitors annually. 

AUTHORIZATION: P.L. 89-161, Auburn-Folsom South Unit, Central Valley Project, September 2, 
1965. P.L. 106-566 authorized title transfer of the Foresthill Divide subunit to Foresthill Public Utility 
District. The AFSU Report was authorized by P.L. 109-103 Energy and Water Appropriations Act FY 
2006, November 19, 2005. 

PERFORMANCE INFORMATION: This project is aligned with the following Department of the 
Interior's Strategic Plan end outcome goals: Deliver Water Consistent with Applicable State and 
Federal Law, in an Environmentally Responsible and Cost-Efficient Manner (Water) and Improve the 
Quality and Diversity of Recreation Experiences and Visitor Enjoyment on DOI Lands. The 
intermediate outcome is Operate and Maintain a Safe and Reliable Water Infrastructure and Improve 
Capacities to Provide Access for Recreation. The Activity Based Costing/Management alignment 
includes 4H - Operate Daras/Water Storage Facilities, 8E - Manage Project Lands, 8K - Implement 
Environmental Recommendations, and 50 - Manage Recreation. 
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CVP, Auburn-Folsom South Unit 


COMPLETION DATA: Water is available fi-om the first 27 miles of the Folsom South Canal. In 
addition, Sugar Pine Dam and Foresthill conveyance system have been completed. Construction of 
Auburn Dam has been indefinitely deferred. As of September 30, 2009, the Auburn-Folsom South Unit 
was 30 percent complete. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 


Program Financial Data 


Activity 

FY2010 

FY2011 

Water and Energy Management and Development 

$1,578,000 

$1,400,000 

Enacted/Request 

$1,578,000 

$1,400,000 

Non-Federal 

0 

0 

Prior Year Funds 

384,279 

0 

Total Program 

$1,962,279 

$1,400,000 

Prior Year Funds/Non-Federal 

(384,279) 

0 

Total Reclamation Allohnent 

$1,578,000 

$1,400,000 


Total Cost Information 



Total Estimated 
Cost 

Total to 
9/30/09 

FY 2010 

FY2011 

Balance to 
Complete 

Reclamation 

$3,498,611,971 

$437,274,862 

$1,962,278 

$1,895,000 

$3,057,479,831 

Adjustments '' 

30,208,166 

26,102,434 

116,245 

0 

3,989,487 

Total 

$3,528,820,137 

$463,377,296 

$2,078,523 

$1,895,000 

$3,061,469,318 


' Includes contributions of $29,656,665 from the Placer County Water Agency (PCWA) and Sacramento 
Metropolitan Water Authority and Federal net property transfers; and $55 1,501 in total consolidated other 
expenditures and credits. FY 20 1 0 includes undelivered orders. 


Cost Allocation and Methodology 


Allocation 

FY 2010 

FY 2011 

Irrigation 

$2,139,692,000 

$2,169,096,000 

Power 

638,445,000 

645,889,000 

Municipal and Industrial Water 

235,506,000 

222,180,000 

Recreation 

18,841,000 

18,841,000 

Fish and Wildlife 

328,218,000 

313,014,000 

Flood Control 

152,789,000 

146,808,000 

Navigation 

1 1,049,000 

10,568,000 

Deferred Use 

2,425,000 

2,425,000 

Total '' 

$3,526,965,000 

$3,528,821,000 


'^Rounding adjustment of -$137 made for allocation purposes. 


METHODOLOGY: The operational and financial integration provision of the Central Valley Project 
(CVP) authorization requires that the cost allocation, ratesetting, and repayment studies be performed for 
the total project rather than individual divisions and units. In response to congressional requests for 
information on individual divisions and units, pro rata shares of the cost allocation for the total authorized 
project are shown for the individual divisions and units. Thus, the pro rata share of the project cost 
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CVP, Avburn-Folsom South Unit 


allocation shown for this unit will change each time there is a change in the total estimated cost of the 
authorized CVP. 

The net increase cost to be allocated of $1,856,000 includes an increase of $1,745,71 3 for Auburn 
resource contract costs; $70,569 for land resource management; $5,716 for hazardous material program; 

$1 1,000 for operation and maintenance of Auburn lands and facilities; PCWA permanent pumps 
$219,168; PCWA temporary pumps $534; can70verof$83,516; and $450 rounding adjustment; partially 
offset by decreases of $200,000 for updated estimate for accessibility corrective action requirements; 
$36,000 for energy consei'vation planning for Auburn Dam area; $44,666 for maintenance of 
buildings/grounds/road. 

APPROPRIATION CEILING: Appropriations authorized are $2,454,133,000 (October 2010). The 
comparable Federal obligation is $3,498,628,42 1 which exceeds the appropriation ceiling by more than 
the amount of contingencies included in the obligahon. Appropriate congressional committees will be 
advised of the ceiling status for this project. Legislation to provide additional appropriation ceiling would 
be needed to complete the project as authorized. Current commitments will be held within the existing 
ceiling. 

WORK PROPOSED FOR FY 2011: 

Water and Energy Management and Development - 

Miscellaneous Activities - Continues the administration and management of the existing land management 
contracts and agreements for Aubum-Folsom South Unit. Continues to renew the existing land management, public 
health and safety, and law enforcement agreements with State Parks; on-going maintenance, repair and rehabilitation 
of grounds and buildings. 1,362,000 

Hazardous Waste Management - Continues water quality investigations and compliance with Federal, 
State and local hazardous waste laws and regulations. 38,000 

Reclamation Request $1,400,000 

SEE APPENDIX FOR: Benefit Cost Ratios as of October 1 , 20 1 0 
Land Certification 
Project Repayment FY 201 1 
Status of NEPA Compliance 
Status of Water Service and Repayment Contracts 
Summary of Irrigation Investment 
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CVP, Delta Division 

LOCATION: The Delta Division (Division) is located in Alameda, Contra Costa, Fresno, Merced, 
Sacramento, San Joaquin, Solano, and Stanislaus counties in central California. 

DESCRIPTION/JUSTIFICATION: This Division includes the Delta Cross Channel, an earth section 
channel designed to divert approximately 3,500 cubic feet per second; Contra Costa Canal, 47.7 miles 
long with an initial diversion capacity of 350 cubic feet per second; C.W. “Bill” Jones Pumping Plant 
(Jones Pumping Plant), consisting of an inlet channel, pumping plant, discharge pipes, and 6 pumping 
units each at 900 cubic feet per second and each with a rating of 22,500 horsepower; the Delta-Mendota 
Canal, 1 15.7 miles long with a diversion capacity of 4,600 cubic feet per second; the Tracy Fish 
Collecting Facility, located at the head of the Jones Pumping Plant; and 21salinity sites located 
throughout the Delta, all constructed by Reclamation, The Division provides full irrigation service to 
45,648 acres, supplemental irrigation service to 1 8 1 ,582 acres and 1 00,1 04 acre-feet annually for 
municipal and industrial use in the Division service area. 

The Division provides delivery of water and power supplies developed in the American River, Shasta, 
and Trinity River divisions to the areas served by the Delta Division, San Luis Unit, and San Felipe 
Division. This Division also provides fish and wildlife, flood control, navigation, and recreation benefits. 

The Tracy Pumping Plant was re-designated in accordance to P.L. 109-384, December 12, 2006, to the 
C.W. “Bill” Jones Pumping Plant. 

AUTHORIZATION: Emergency Relief Appropriation Act of 1935, April 8, 1935. The project was 
authorized by a finding of feasibility by the Secretary of the Interior, and approved by the President on 
December 2, 1935; P.L. 75-392, Rivers and Harbors Act of 1937, August 26, 1937; P.L. 76-868, Rivers 
and Harbors Act of 1940, October 27, 1940; P.L. 99-546, Coordinated Operations Agreement, Suisun 
Marsh Preservation Agreement and Small Reclamation Projects Act of 1956, as amended; and 
P.L. 102-575, Title XXXIV, Central Valley Project Improvement Act of 1992, October 30, 1992. 

PERFORMANCE INFORMATION: This project is aligned with the following Department of the 
Interior's Strategic Plan end outcome goal(s): Deliver Water Consistent with Applicable State and 
Federal law, in an Environmentally Responsible and Cost-Efficient Manner; and Sustain Biological 
Communities on DOI Managed and Influenced Lands and Water Consistent with Obligations and State 
Law Regarding the Allocation and Use of Water. The intermediate outcome is Operate and Maintain a 
Safe and Reliable Water Infrastructure; and Effective Water Management to Optimize Supply. The 
Activity Based Costing/Management alignment includes: 9C - Oversee/Administer Water Service 
Contracts; 4H - Operate Dams/Water Storage Facilities; 8K - Implement Environmental 
Recommendations; 8J - Enhance Water Supply; 22 - Plan for Water and Related Resource Use; 4J - 
Operate Conveyance Facilities; 8E - Manage Project Lands; G7 - Assess Resource Use Impacts; 4M - 
Maintain Water Conveyance Facilities; and 7P - Control Invasive Plants. 

COMPLETION DATA: Completed and operational major features include: Jones Pumping Plant and 
Switchyard, Delta Cross Channel, Delta-Mendota Canal, Tracy Fish Collecting Facility, and the Contra 
Costa Canal System. 

As of September 30, 2009, the Delta Division was 83 percent complete. A detailed explanation of these 
changes is described in the methodology section. 
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CVP, Delta Division 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 


Program Financial Data 


Activity 

FY2010 

FY20il I 

Restoration 

Fund 

Water & 
Related 
Resources 

Restoration 

Fund 

Water & 
Related 
Resources 

Water and Energy Management and 
Development 

$0 

$9,655,000 

$0 

$9,732,000 

Land Management and Development 

0 

431,000 

0 

230,000 

Fish and Wildlife Management and 
Development 

250.000 

4,185,000 

0 

4.042,000 

Facility Operations 

0 

5,139,000 

0 

5,970,000 

Facility Maintenance and Rehabilitation 

0 

9,000 

0 

34,000 

Enaoted/Request 

$250,000 

$19,419,000 

$0 

$20,008,000 

Non-Federal 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Prior Year Funds 

0 

42,862 

0 

0 

Total Program 

$250,000 

$19,461,862 

$0 

$20,008,000 

Prior Year Funds/Non-Fedeial 

0 

(42,862) 

0 

0 1 

Total Reclamation Allotment 

$250,000 

$19,419,000 

$0 

$20,008,000 


Total Cost Information 



Total 

Estimated 

Cost 

Total to 
9/30/09 '' 

ARRA 

Funding 

FY2010 

FY2011 

Balance to 
Complete 

Reclamation 

BmH 


$13,115,797 

$116,000 

$117,000 

$51,550,808 

Adjustments 

3 / 



0 

6,369,445 

0 


Total 

$252,139,421 

$159,468,057 

$13,115,797 

$6,485,445 

$117,000 

$72,953,122 | 


''Total costs thru 9/30/09 include ARRA expenditures of $549,703 Contra Costa Rock Slough Fish Screen. 
^Remaining balance of ARRA funding will be obligated in FY 2010. 

Includes $24,999,915 for non-Federal financial participation for the CVP, Delta Division 


Cost Allocation and Methodology 


Allocation 

FY2010 

FY 2011 

Irrigation 

$144,197,000 

$158,987,000 

Power 

43,026,000 

47,341,000 

Municipal and Industrial Water 

15,871,000 

16,285 ,000 

Recreation 

205,000 

205,000 

Fish and Wildlife 

17,787,000 

17,787,000 

Flood Control 

10,297,000 

10,760,000 

Navigation 

745,000 

775,000 

Total'' 

$232,128,000 

$252,140,000 


'/ Rounding adjustment of +$579 made for allocation purposes. 
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CKf, Delta Division 


METHODOLOGY: The operational and financial integration provision of the Central Valley Project 
(CVP) authorization requires that cost allocation, ratesetting, and repayment studies be performed for the 
total project rather than individual divisions and units. In response to congressional requests for 
information on individual divisions and units, pro rata shares of the cost allocation for the total authorized 
project are shown for the individual divisions and units. Thus, the pro rata share of the project cost 
allocation shown for this division will change each lime there is a change in the total estimated cost of the 
authorized CVP. 

The net increase of $20,012,000 includes $20,000,000 for Rock Slough Fish Screens; and $12,000 for 
Aquatic Weed Research due to revised funding schedule in the out years. 

APPROPRIATION CEILING; Not applicable for the Division, except for Suisun Marsh Preservation. 
Appropriations authorized in P.L. 99-546, October 27, 1986, for Suisun Marsh Preservation are 
$68,188,000 (October 2009). The comparable Federal obligation is $31,560,191, which does not exceed 
the ceiling limitation. 

IMPACTS OF RECOVERY ACT FUNDING: CVP, Delta Division-Contra Costa Rock Slough - 
construct Fish Screen to keep fish fi om entering the Contra Costa Canal intake. Funds are also provided 
to retiofit structures to meet requirements of the Americans with Disabilities Act. 

WORK PROPOSED FOR FY 2011; 

Water and Energy Management and Development - 

South Delta Hvdrodvnamics-Fisheries Investigation - Continues to identify measures that would reduce 
the incidence of entrainment at the Tracy Fish Collection Facility. Tliese tasks include field monitoring, 
statistical evaluation, mathematical models and program administration. 52,000 

Environmental Activities Associated with RAX Activities - Continues environmental activities in 
compliance with Federal and State environmental laws in support of major operation and maintenance 
activities for vegetation removal from the Delta Cross Channel levees. 30,000 

Interagency Ecological Program flEPI Delta Support - Continues to support the lEP for the Sacramento- 
San Joaquin estuary for physical, chemical, and biological monitoring which is required as a condition of 
the Joint Federal-State water export permit and studies under the Endangered Species Act (ESA) of 1973 
and to resolve Bay-Delta water issues; support surveys and monitoring activities in the San Francisco 
Estuary that target endangered species include winter-run Chinook salmon, late-fall-run Chinook salmon, 
delta smelt, green sturgeon and longfm smelt. Increase is due to revised funding schedule for special 
studies and monitoring. 5,961,000 

Suisun Marsh Preservation (Construction! - Continues Federal participation with the State of California to 
identify structural and non-structural actions for protection and preseivation of Suisun Marsh to improve 
water quality, while preserving the storage yield of the CVP. 1 00,000 

Delta-Mendota Canal (PMC) Regulatory Actions - Continues coordination and evaluation of emerging 
water quality issues pertaining to DMC and adjacent areas. 190,000 

National Environmental Policy Act fNEPAI Compliance - Continues the administration and monitoring 
of the NEPA process in adherence with all federally-mandated requirements. 1 56,000 

DMC Water Quality Monitoring/Water Measurement Quality Assurance/Groundwater Monitoring and 
Reports - Continues operation of monitoring stations in the Delta to meet California State Water Resource 
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CVP, Delta Dmsion 

Control Board’s water quality control plan. Continues monitoring the groundwater levels and oversight 
of water measurement activities by water users. These tasks include field monitoring statistical 
evaluation, matliematical models and program administration. 732,000 

PMC Subsidence - Continues evaluation of location and anticipated amount of land subsidence in the 
Federal areas of the San Joaquin Valley and assess potential risks. 5,000 

Delta Division Contract Renewals Groundwater - Continues groundwater and surface water model 
activities keeping current with changes occurring in the San Joaquin Valley. 1 5,000 

Water Marketing/Contracting - Continues administration of water service, repayment, and exchange 
contracts, and develop standards as required by Reclamation laws, rules and regulations. 

560,000 

Water Conservation - Continues the efficient use of water through conservation plans, technical 
assistance, demonstration projects, grants, cooperative agreements, partnerships, and irrigation efficiency 
improvements. 64,000 

Aquatic Weed Research - Continues support of the aquatic weed research program. 

16,000 

Pelagic Organisms Decline - Continues to implement recommendations from the Pelagic Organisms 
Decline Synthesis Report, complete follow-up work identified in the synthesis report, and develop 
adaptive management scenarios. Tasks include field monitoring, laboratory evaluations, special studies, 
statistical evaluations, mathematic model construction, and program administration. Decrease is due to 
revised ftinding schedule to meet program requirements. 1,851 ,000 

Subtotal, Water and Energy Management and Development S9, 732, 000 

Land Management and Development - 

Land Use Comnliance - Continues day-to-day land management activities, complying with and 
administering laws and regulations, execution of agreements, contracts, outgrants or other agreements, for 
the use and management of lands and the protection of recreation facilities and land resources; and 
provide NEPA and ESA compliance in association with public requests to use or alter recreation lands 
and facilities. 145,000 

Land Resource Protection - Continues development and implementation of resource protection plans for 
fire suppression, waste and hazardous materials management, and soil and moisture conservation to 
protect public health and safety on Reclamation land managed for non-operational uses. 

26,000 

Geographic Information System fGISf Mapping - Continues development of GIS mapping and databases 
to provide curtent mapping of Reclamation lands and facilities witliin the Division. 

59,000 


Subtotal, Land Management and Development 230,000 

Fish and Wildlife Management and Development - 

Tracy (Jones') Pumping Plant Mitigation Program - Continues mitigation for fishery impacts associated 
with operation of the Jones Pumping Plant, including but not limited to identifying and recommending 
physical and operational improvements to the Tracy Fish Collecting Facility, as well as assessing fishery 
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CVP, Della Division 

conditions at the facility, per Central Valley Project Improvement Act, Section 3406(b)(4), and Central 
Valley Project Operating Criteria and Plan Biologieal Opinions (ESA). 2,05 1,000 

Water Service Contract Renewals (Biological Opinioni - Continues the implementation of the Biological 
Opinion activities to ensure Reclamation’s compliance with a number of consultations with the U.S. Fish 
and Wildlife Service under Section 7 of the ESA of 1973, which includes long-term water seivice 
contract renewals located within the Division. 302,000 

Contra Costa Fish Screen Program (Rock Sloughl - Continues to mitigate fishery impacts associated with 
the Contra Costa Pumping Plant located at Rock Slough in the central California delta. 

105.000 

Contra Costa/Environmental Monitoring - Continues monitoring pest management activities on, in, or 
around the DMC for compliance with Federal and State environmental laws and regulations. Continues 
monitoring effoits for endangered species at the intake to the Contra Costa Canal as directed by the Delta 
smelt, winter-run Chinook salmon, and Los Vaqueios Biological Opinions. 1 14,000 

Suisun Marsh Preservation fFish and Wildlife Protection and Preservation^ - Continues Reclamation 
participation with California Department of Water Resources to ensure a dependable water supply of 
adequate quantity and quality to protect wildlife habitat in the Marsh for the protection and preservation 
of fish and wildlife. 1,470,000 

Subtotal, Fish and Wildlife Management and Development 4,042,000 

Facility Operations - 

Tracy Fish Collecting Facility - Continues operation and preventive maintenance of the Tracy Fish 
Collecting Facility and associated fish release sites that screen, collect, and return fish (including 
threatened and endangered species) to the Delta out of the sphere of influence of the Jones Pumping Plant. 
Increase is due to revised funding schedule. 5,522,000 

Miscellaneous Operation and Maintenance Activities - Continues day-to-day operation of the Delta Cross 
Channel and the water quality monitoring stations to meet water quality standards in the Delta, prevent 
flooding on the east side of the Delta, protect migrating fish in the Delta, support the aquatic weed 
research and eradication programs, and perform emergency management activities. 

448.000 


Subtotal, Facility Operations 5,970,000 

Facility Maintenance and Rehabilitation - Continues inspections and facility modifications to meet 
Federal accessibility standards. 34,000 

Reclamation Request £20,008,000 

SEE APPENDIX FOR: Benefit Cost Ratios as of October 1, 20 1 0 
Land Certification 

Obligations by Function for Operating Projects 

Project Repayment FY 201 1 

Status of NEPA Compliance 

Status of Water Service and Repayment Contracts 

Summary of Irrigation Investment 
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CVP, East Side Division 

LOCATION: The East Side Division (Division) is located in Alpine, Calaveras, San Joaquin, 

Stanislaus, and Tuolumne counties, California. 

DESCRIPTION/JUSTIFICATION; This Division includes New Melones Dam, Lake, and Powerplant 
located on the Stanislaus River. New Melones Dam is an earth and rockfill structure, 625 feet above 
streambed and has a crest length of 1,560 feet. New Melones Lake has a capacity of 2.4 million acre-feet, 
a water surface area of 12,500 acres, and contains 100 mites of shoreline. The 2-unit powerplant has an 
installed capacity of 300 megawatts and produces approximately 455 million kilowatt-hours of energy 
annually. The multipurpose functions of this project include flood control, irrigation, municipal and 
industrial water supply, power generation, fishery enhancement, water quality improvement, and 
recreation. Irrigation and storage facilities have been developed on the Stanislaus River both upstream 
and downstream of New Melones Dam. 

AUTHORIZATION: Emergency Relief Appropriation Act of 1935, April 8, 1935. The project was 
authorized by a finding of feasibility by the Secretary of the Interior, and approved by the President on 
December 2, 1935; P.L. 75-392, Rivers and Harbors Act of 1937, August 26, 1937; P.L. 76-868, Rivers 
and Harbors Act of 1940, October 17, 1940; P.L. 78-534, Flood Control Act, December 22, 1944; P.L. 
87-874, Rivers and Harbors Act of 1962; Flood Control Act of 1962, October 23, 1962; P.L. 99-546, 
Coordinated Operations Agreement, Suisun Marsh Preservation Agreement, and Small Reclamation 
Projects Act of 1986, October 27, 1986; and P.L. 102-575, Title XXXfV, CenU-al Valley Project 
Improvement Act of 1992, October 30, 1992; and P.L. 108-361, Water Supply, Reliability, and 
Environmental Improvement Act, October 25, 2004. 

PERFORMANCE INFORMATION: This project is aligned with the following Department of 
Interior’s Strategic Plan end outcome goals; Deliver Water Consistent with Applicable State and 
Federal Law, in an Environmentally Responsible and Cost-Efficient Manner (Water), Improve the 
Quality and Diversity of Recreation Experiences and Visitor Enjoyment on DOI Lands, and Sustain 
Biological Communities on DOI Managed and Influenced Lands and Waters Consistent with 
Obligations and State Law Regarding the Allocation and Use of Water. The intermediate outcome is 
Operate and Maintain a Safe and Reliable Water Infrastructure, Effective Water Management to 
Optimize Supply, and Improve Capacities to Provide Access for Recreation. The Activity Based 
Costing/Management alignment includes 4H - Operate DamsAVater Storage Facilities, 5A - Maintain 
Dams/Water Storage Facilities, 8E - Manage Project Lands, 8K - Implement Environmental 
Recommendations. 50 - Manage Recreation, and 7P - Control Invasive Plants. 
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Cyp, East Side Division 
SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 


Program Financial Data 


Activity 

FY 2010 

FY 2011 

Water and Energy Management and Development 

$940,000 

$721,000 

Land Management and Development 

640,000 

712,000 

Fish and Wildlife Management and Development 

0 

25,000 

Facility Operations 

2,550,000 

2,743,000 

Facility Maintenance and Rehabilitation 

100,000 

200,000 

Enacted/Request 

$4,230,000 

$4,401,000 

Non-Federal 

1,596,000 

1,591,000 

Prior Year Funds 

24,747 

0 

Total Program 

$5,850,747 

$5,992,000 

Prior Y ear Funds/Non-Federal 

(1,620,747) 

(1,591,000) 

Total Reclamation Allotment 

$4,230,000 

$4,401,000 


IMPACTS OF RECOVERY ACT FUNDING: Funding has accelerated the completion of the 
Tuttletown Trail System, will address boundary issues to reduce trespassing and vandalism, will allow for 
the placement of safety barriers, replace two entrance stations in poor condition with new ADA accessible 
entry stations, provide utilities to buildings used to collect recreation fees, and install waterline at Glory 
Hole and Tuttletown Recreation Areas. ARRA funding received for CVP Eastside is not for construction. 
$3,495M is for improvements to the Tuttletown Trail System, placement of safety barriers, ADA 
compliance, and installation of a waterline at Glory Hole and Tuttletown Recreation Areas. 

WORK PROPOSED FOR FY 2011: 

Water and Energy Management and Development - 

Conservation. Administration and Compliance - Continues administration of water rights and water 
marketing activities, resource management and planning efforts, environmental compliance activities, 
water conservation activities and National Environmental Policy Act compliance. The decrease is due to 
revised funding schedules for East Side Water Resources Management and Environmental compliance 
and New Melones Revised Plan of Operations. 327,000 

Tri-Dams Management - Continues funding to the Tri-Dams Authority to operate and manage its system 
to allow delivery of water. 94,000 

New Melones Revised Plan of Operations - Continues fishery studies aimed at providing the biological 
information needed to develop an instream flow schedule that meets water quality and fishery flow 
objectives. 300,000 

Subtotal, Water and Energy Management and Development $721,000 

Land Management and Development - Continues management and concession oversight of the 
recreation area at New Melones. Continues compliance with hazardous materials handling and clean-up 
as required by Federal and State laws, technical support of maintenance and development of project lands, 
realty actions, trespass recreation fee assessments, structures inventory, and fire prevention activities. 

712,000 


Fish and Wildlife Management and Development - Continues the evaluation, consultation and 
compliance of Endangered Species Act and the implementation of Biological Opinions on activities and 
project operations. 25,000 
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CKP, East Side Division 


Facility Operations - 

Land and Recreation Facilities - Continues operational support for the visitor center. Continues vegetation 
management, operation of public use areas, and implementation of a prescribed fire plan in order to 
protect and enhance resource values, eliminate fire hazards and to ensure public health and safety of the 
visiting public. 2,603,000 

Power and Water Operations - Continues ongoing infrastructure support, preventive maintenance, service 
contract renewals and effective and efficient resource management of the New Melones Dam, Reservoir, 
and Powerplant. Central Valley Project Preference Power Customers are funding New Melones 
Powerplant in FY 201 1. 1,731,000 

Central Valley Project Power Customers (non-Federal) (1.591,000') 

140,000 

Subtotal, Facility Operations 2,743,000 

Facility Mainteuance and Rehabilitation - Continues facility modifications to meet Federal 
accessibility standards. 200,000 

Reclamation Rcquc.st $4,401,000 

SEE APPENDIX FOR: Land Certification 

Obligations by Function for Operating Projects 
Status of Water Service and Repayment Contracts 
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CVP, Friant Division 

LOCATION: The Friant Division (Division) is located in Fresno, Kern, Madera, Merced, and Tulare 
counties, California. 

DESCRIPTION/JUSTIFICATION: The main features are Friant Datn, a concrete gravity structure 
3 1 9 feet high with a crest length of 3,488 feet that regulates the San Joaquin River; Millerton Lake, with a 
capacity of 520,500 acre-feet; the 151 mile-long Friant-Kern Canal, with an initial capacity of 4,000 cubic 
feet per second; and the Madera Canal, a 36 mile-long canal with an initial capacity of 1,000 cubic feet 
per second. Related facilities include local water distribution systems constructed by Reclamation, the 
Mendota Pool, and the Columbia-Mowry Pumping Plants. The Division provides storage for irrigation 
and transportation of surplus Northern California water through the southern part of the semiarid Central 
Valley. Other benefits include flood control, groundwater recharge, fish and wildlife mitigation, 
recreation, and municipal and indusb ial benefits. The Friant Water Users Authority representing 22 
districts was formed in 1985 under the State of California's joint exercise of powers law to operate and 
maintain the Friant-Kem Canal, a conveyance feature of the Central Valley Project. The new Friant 
Water Authority, which has 20 member agencies, assumed operation and maintenance of the Friant-Kern 
Cana! in 2004. The Madera Chowchilla Water Power Authority representing two districts operates and 
maintains the Madera Canal, a conveyance feature of the Central Valley Project. The Madera Chowchilla 
Water Power Authority assumed operation and maintenance of the Madera Canal in 1983. Between 
September 1985 and February 1998, operation and maintenance of the Madera Canal was performed 
jointly by Madera Irrigation District and the Chowchilla Water District. Since that time, Madera 
Chowchilla Water Power Authority. 

AUTHORIZATION: Emergency Relief Appropriation Act of 1935, April 8, 1935. The project was 
authorized by a finding of feasibility by the Secretary of the Interior, and approved by the President on 
December 2, 1935, for construction by Reclamation; P.L. 75-392, Rivers and Harbors Act of 1937, 

August 26, 1937; P.L. 76-868, Rivers and Harbors Act of 1940, October 17, 1940; P.L. 99-546, 
Coordinated Operations Agreement, Suisun Marsh Preservation Agreement, and Small Reclamation 
Projects Act of 1956, as amended; and P.L. 102-575, Title XXXIV, Central Valley Project Improvement 
Act of 1992, October 30, 1992. 

PERFORMANCE INFORMATION: This project is aligned with the following Department of the 
Interior’s Strategic Plan end outcome goal(s): Deliver Water Consistent with Applicable State and 
Federal law, in an Environmentally Responsible and Cost-Efficient Manner; and Sustain Biological 
Communities on DOI Managed and Influenced Lands and Water Consistent with Obligations and State 
Law Regarding the Allocation and Use of Water. The intermediate outcome is Operate and Maintain a 
Safe and Reliable Water Infrastructure; and Effective Water Management to Optimize Supply. The 
Activity Based Costing/Management alignment includes: 9C - Oversee/Administer Water Service 
Contracts; 4H - Operate Dams/Watet Storage Facilities; 8K - Implement Environmental 
Recommendations; 4J - Operate Conveyance Facilities; 8E - Manage Project Lands; 4M - Maintain 
Water Conveyance Facilities; and 7P - Control Invasive Plants. 
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CVP, Friant Division 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 


Program Financial Data 


1 Activity 

FY 2010 

FY 2011 

1 Water and Energy Management and Development 

$1,682,000 

$1,056,000 

Land Management and Development 

535,000 

429,000 

Fish and Wildlife Management and Development 

433,000 

248,000 

1 Facility Operations 

3,589,000 

3,332,000 

1 Facility Maintenance and Rehabilitation 

113,000 

10,000 

Enacted/Request 

$6,352,000 

$5,075,000 

1 Non-Federal 

0 

0 

1 Prior Year Funds 

1,235,444 

0 

1 Total Program 

$7,587,444 

$5,075,000 

1 Prior Year Funds/Non-Federal 

(1,235,444) 

0 

1 Total Reclamation Allotment 

$6,352,000 

$5,075,000 


WORK PROPOSED FOR FY 2011: 

Water and Energy Management and Development - 

San Joaouin Valley Land Subsidence - Continues analysis of land subsidence in the Federal areas of the 
San Joaquin Valley to determine the location and quantity of expected future land subsidence, in order to 
assess water delivery disruptions, capacity reductions, and facility damage that the land subsidence would 
cause. 13,000 

Miscellaneous Activities - Continues the administration and negotiation of water related contracts and 
related activities for compliance and water marketing, water conservation, groundwater monitoring and 
reporting and aquatic weed research program. 705,000 

National Environmental Policy Act rNEPAJ Compliance Activities - Continues the administration and 
monitoring of the NEPA process, in adherence with all federally-mandated requirements. 

338,000 


Subtotal, Water and Energy Management and Development $1,056,000 

Land Management and Development - 

Land Use Compliance - Continues the oversight of land-use requests, review of current and proposed uses 
of land associated with the Friant-Kem and Madera canals, Millerton Reservoir and other land activities; 
and provide Endangered Species Act (ESA) compliance in association with public requests to use or alter 
recreational lands and facilities. 289,000 

Land Resource Protection - Continues development and implementation of resource protection plans for 
fire suppression, waste and hazardous materials management, and soil and moisture conservation to 
protect public health and safety on Reclamation lands managed for non-operational uses. 

81,000 

Geographic Information System (CIS) Mapping - Continues development ofGIS mapping and databases 
to provide current mapping of Reclamation lands and facilities. 59,000 

Subtotal, Land Management and Development 429,000 

Fish and Wildlife Management and Development - 
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CVP, Friam Division 

ESA Compliance - Continues Environmental Impact Statement and Biological Opinion activities to 
ensure Reclamation’s compliance with a number of consultations with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 
under Section 7 of the ESA. which includes interim and long-term water service contracts, continued 
operation and maintenance of Reclamation facilities and other site-specific Federal actions. 

214,000 

Environmental Monitoring - Continues environmental monitoring of the effects that pest management 
activities have on threatened and endangered species, which are located on, in, or around the Friant Dam 
and Friant-Kern and Madera canals, in compliance with Federal and State environmental laws and 
regulations. 34,000 

Subtotal, Fish and Wildlife Management and Development 248,000 

Facility Operations - 

Friant Dam. Millerton Lake and San Joaquin River Operations - Continues the operation and maintenance 
(O&M) for Friant Dam, the outlet works for Madera and Friant-Kern canals, and San Joaquin River and 
associated O&M facilities for the distribution of project water. Continues the San Joaquin River 
operation, which supplies water for irrigation and domestic purposes to certain lands along the San 
Joaquin River. 2,990,000 

Water Operations - Continues to provide technical engineering service and consultation for design and 
specifications for modifying, replacing, or repairing features for the operations of Friant Dam, Millerton 
Lake, San Joaquin River and the Columbia-Mowry Pumping/Delivery System. Continues the operation 
of the Columbia-Mowry System and flood control within the San Joaquin Valley. Continues the hydrilla 
detection and eradication program. 342,000 

Subtotal, Facility Operations 3,332,000 

Facility Maintenance and Rehabilitation - Continues inspections and facility modifications to meet 
Federal accessibility standards. 10.000 


Reclamation Request S5, 075, 000 

SEE APPENDIX FOR: Land Certification 

Obligations by Function for Operating Projects 

Status of NEPA Compliance 

Status of Water Service and Repayment Contracts 
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CVP, Miscellaneous Project Programs 

LOCATION: The Miscellaneous Project Programs (Programs) encompasses the entire Central Valley of 
California for those activities not reported under a separate division. The boundary extends from the 
Cascade Range in the north to the plains along the Kern River in the south. 

DESCRIPTION/JUSTIFICATION: As an integral eomponent of the Central Valley Project (CVP), the 
Programs support the efficient delivery of up to 9.5 million acre-feet of water and 4.3 gigawatts of 
hydropower developed by the CVP to users located throughout California. Additional CVP-wide purposes 
and benefits supported by the Programs include water marketing, administration and compliance, 
geographic information systems, water quality, land management, Central Valley Habitat Monitoring 
Program, operation and maintenance technical support, and facility examinations. The Programs ensure 
the administration and coordination of actions having a scope extending beyond tlie jurisdiction of 
individual CVP units and divisions. Such actions involve, but are not limited to, the setting of CVP-wide 
policies and actions that have a CVP-wide effect. 

AUTHORIZATION; Emergency Relief Appropriation Act of 1935, April 8, 1935. The CVP was 
authorized by a finding of feasibility by the Secretary of the Interior, and approved by the President on 
December 2, 1935; P.L.75-392, Rivers and Harbors Act of 1937, August 26, 1937; 

P.L. 76-868, Rivers and Harbors Act of 1940, October 17, 1940; P.L. 81-356, American River Division 
Authorization Act, October 14, 1949; P.L. 87-874, River and Harbors Act of 1962 (Flood Control Act), 
October 23, 1962; P.L. 91-502, Black Butte Integration Act, October 23, 1970; P.L. 94-423, Reclamation 
Authorization Act of 1976, September 28, 1976; P.L. 99-546, Coordinated Operations Agreement, Suisun 
Marsh Preservation Agreement, and Small Reclamation Projects Act of 1956, as amended; and P.L. 102- 
575, Title XXXIV, Central Valley Project Improvement Act (CVPIA) of 1992, October 30, 1992. 
PERFORMANCE INFORMATION: This project is aligned with the following Department of the 
Interior's Strategic Plan end outcome goal; Deliver Water Consistent with Applicable State and Federal 
Law, in an Environmentally Responsible and Cost-Efficient Manner (Water). The intermediate outcome is 
Operate and Maintain a Safe and Reliable Water Infrastructure. The Activity Based Costing/Management 
alignment includes 4H - Operate Dams/Water Storage Facilities, 4J - Operate Conveyance Facilities, 8J - 
Enhance Water Supply, 8E - Manage Project Lands, 8K - Implement Environmental Recommendations, 
9C - Administer Water Service Contracts, and 9D - Provide Additional Water to Meet Various Needs. 

COMPLETION DATA: Major features that are completed and operational include Friant Dam and 
Reservoir, Friant-Kern Canal, Madera Canal, and Friant-Kem and Madera distribution systems. 

As of September 30, 2009, the Miscellaneous Project Programs was 84 percent complete. The increase is 
due primarily to progress in the following programs; Refuge Wheeling and Refuge Water Supply. 
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CVP, Miscellaneous Project Proff'ams 
SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 


Program Financial Data 


Activity 

FY2010 

FY201! 

Restoration 

Fund 

Wafer & 
Related 
Resources 

Restoration 

Fund 

Water & 
Related 
Resources 

Water and Energy Management and 
Development 

$0 

$7,757,000 

$0 

$8,319,000 

Land Management and 

Development 

0 

1,344,000 

0 

1,526,000 

Fish and Wildlife Management and 
Development 

22,058,000 

1,178,000 

32,213,000 

1,104,000 

Facility Operations 

0 

670,000 

0 

706,000 

Facility Maintenance and 
Rehabilitation 

0 

252,000 

0 

204,000 

Enacted/Request 

$22,058,000 

$11,201,000 

$32,215,000 

$1 1,859,000 

Non-Fed eral 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Prior Year Funds 

0 

1,011,521 

0 

0 

Total Program 

$22,058,000 

$12,212,521 

$32,215,000 

$11,859,000 

Prior Year Funds/Non-Federal 

0 

(1,011,521) 

0 

0 

Total Reclamation Allotment 

$22,058,000 

$11,201,000 

$32,215,000 

$11,859,000 


Total Cost Information 



Total 

Estimated 

Cost 

Total to 
9/30/09 

ARRA 

Funding 

FY2010 

FY 2011 

Balance to 
Complete 

Reclamation 

$930,079,000 

$655,806,959 

$0 

$22,874,000 

$32,934,000 

$218,464,041 

Adjustments 

]/ 

51,353,107 

(1,420,232) 

0 

50,997,506 

0 

1,775,833 

Total 

$981,432,107 

$654,386,727 

$0 

$73,871,506 

$32,934,000 

$220,239,874 


"i ■ ■ ■ • - — - -- • * • - ■ 

Includes contributions of $5,000 from Big Valley Irrigation District, $2,500 from Modoc County, $2,500 from 


Lassen County towards the cost of preconstruction Investigations for the Allen Camp Unit, 

Pit River Division; and $15,695,153 for Federal net property transfers; $35,647,954 for cost-share funds from 
the State of California for various CVPIA programs, and $50,997,506 undelivered orders. 

“ Includes CVP Restoration Funds of $22,058,000 in FY 2010 and $32,215,000 in FY 201 1 . 
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CKP, MisceUaneons Project Programs 


Cost Allocation and Methodology, 


Allocation 

FY2010 

FY 2011 

Irrigation 

$201,177,000 

$202,852,000 

Power 

60,027,000 

60,403,000 

Municipal and Industrial Water 

22,142,000 

20,778,000 

Recreation 

54,000 

54,000 

Fish and Wildlife 

682,628,000 

682,628,000 

Flood Control 

14,365,000 

13,729,000 

Navigation 

1,039,000 

988,000 

Total '' 

$981,432,000 

$981,432,000 


" Rounding djustment of -$107 made for allocation purposes. 


METHODOLOGY: Tire operational and financial integration provision of the CVP authorization 
requires the cost allocation, ratesetting, and repayment studies be performed for the total project rather than 
individual divisions and units. In response to congressional requests for information on individual 
divisions and units, pro rata shares of the cost allocation for the total authorized project are shown for the 
individual divisions and units. Thus, the pro rata share of the project cost allocation shown for these 
Programs will change each time there is a change in the total estimated cost of the authorized CVP. 

APPROPRIATION CEILING; Not applicable. 

WORK PROPOSED FOR FY 2011: 

Water and Energy Management and Development - 

Water Marketing - Continues water marketing which includes annual ratesetting, cost allocations for water 
operations record keeping and accounting, negotiation and administration of water service contracts and 
repayment, water rights litigation, repayment capacity and economic studies, water rights, and water 
transfers, 5,007,000 

Administration and Compliance - Continues water conservation technical assistance to area offices and the 
water conservation field seivices program. Increase is due to re-establishing funding schedule to meet 
program requirements. 1,233,000 

Other Technical SuDoort - Continues technical support for National Environmental Policy Act compliance, 
irrigation and drainage, and evaluation and maintenance of electronic models. 

665.000 

Geographic Information System IGISl - Continues GIS technical support which includes providing 
geospatial analysis, map production, development and maintenance of various data bases in support of 
water contracting, land use piruming, and water rights. 282,000 

Water Quality Activities - Continues water quality and groundwater monitoring, coordination of the 
Central Valley Project Water Quality Program, and work on the Clean Water Action Plan. 

717.000 

Central Valiev Proiect/State Water Project - Continues work on groundwater/surface water model and data 
development. 1 86,000 
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CVP, Miscellaneous Project Programs 

Salt and Baron Total Maximum Daily Load/Manaeement Agency Agreement frMDL/IVfAA') Activity - 
Begins coordination of identified actions in the MAA and the Salt Management Plan (Plan) to address 
salinity issues in the Lower San Joaquin River. Activities within this program include developing a Real 
Time Management Program (RTMP); participation in the policy and technical workgroups associated with 
the RTMP; coordination of the RTMP with the State’s Central Valley Salinity Alternatives for Long-Term 
Sustainability Program; and submission of routine status and informational reports to the Regional Water 
Board Central Valley Regional Water Quality Control Board. Increa.se is due to new start to meet the 
TMDL/MAA program requirements. 229,000 

Subtotal, Water and Energy Management and Development $8,319,000 

Land Management and Development - Continues hazardous materials management programs, 
compliance with the National Historic Preservation Act, museum property management, cultural resources 
data management, land classification, realty actions, resource activities, environmental management system 
(EMS), and land management activities. 1,526,000 

Fish and Wildlife Management and Development - 

CVPIA Administration Charges - Continues activities related to the overall administration of the CVPIA, 
which are not identifiable to a specific Division within the CVP. 719,000 

Central Valiev Habitat Monitoring Program - Continues activities to meet the requirements described in 
the Biological Opinion on Implementation of the CVPIA and the continued operation and maintenance of 
the CVP, which includes developing a comprehensive mapping program (5-year cycle) to identify 
remaining natural habitats within the CVP service areas and to identify any changes within those habitats 
that have occurred between 1993 and 2000. 286,000 


Other - Continues technical support on fishery issues and work directed by the Fish and Wildlife 
Coordination Act as it pertains to the CVP. Tasks include meeting with agencies and private organizations 
to identify environmental problems and needs, determining methods to evaluate environmental impacts. 


collect and analyze data, and provide recommendations to mitigate impacts. 99,000 

Anadromous Fish Restoration Program 6,070,000 

Other Central Valley Project Impacts '' 1,700,000 

Dedicated Project Yield 800,000 

Flow Fluctuation Study 50,000 

Restoration of Riparian Habitat and Spawning Gravel '' 700,000 

Central Valley Comprehensive Assessment/Monitoring Program 1,283,000 

Anadromous Fish Screen Program 3,712,000 

Refuge Wheeling 9,500,000 

Refuge Water Supply, Facility Construction '' 1 ,900,000 

EcosystemAVater Systems Operation Model 6.500.000 

Fish and Wildlife Management and Development 32,21 5,000 

Subtotal, Restoration Fund 132.215.000) 

Subtotal, Water and Related Resources 0 


'' See Central Valley Project Restoration Fund work proposed for description. 


Subtotal, Fish and Wildlife Management and Development 


1,104,000 
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CVP, Miscellaneous Project Pro^ ams 

Facility Operations - Continues the Radio Communication Program for water and power operations, 
rniseellaneous operation, maintenance, resource management; provides updates of regional policies and 
guidelines; integrated pest management support; and technical support activities pertaining to CVP 
operations. 706,000 

Facility Maintenance and Rehabilitation - Continues to monitor landslides on Reclamation lands, 
review operations, and periodic examination of facilities. 204,000 

Reclamation Request $11,859,000 
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CVP, Replacements, Additions, and Extraordinary Maintenance Program-Rax 

LOCATION: This program encompasses tlte entire Central Valley Project (CVP) in California. The 
boundary extends from the Cascade Range in the north to the plains along the Kern River in the south. 

DESCRIPTION/JLfSTIFICATION: SineeFY 2000 replaeement, additions, and extraordinary 
maintenance (RAX) items, previously contained in individual divisions and units of the CVP, have been 
presented in a single program. Consolidating all RAX items in the CVP into a single program provides a 
more responsive, cost-effective, and comprehensive management tool to administer the CVP RAX 
program and to provide a single point of reference regarding CVP RAX items. 

AUTHORIZATION: Emergency Relief Appropriation Act of 1935, April 8, 1935. The CVP was 
authorized by a finding of feasibility by the Secretary of the Interior, and approved by the President on 
December 2, 1935; P.L. 75-392, Rivers and Harbors Aet of 1937, August 26, 1937; P.L. 76-868, Rivers 
and Harbors Act of 1940, October 17, 1940; P.L. 81-356, American River Division Autliorization Act, 
October 14, 1949; P.L. 87-874, River and Harbors Act of 1962 (Flood Control Act), October 23, 1962; 
P.L. 91-502, Black Butte Integration Act, October 23, 1970; P.L. 94-423, Reclamation Authorization Act 
of 1976, September 28, 1976; P.L. 99-546, Coordinated Operations Agreement, Suisun Marsh 
Preservation Agreement, and Small Reclamation Projects Act of 1956, as amended; and P.L. 102-575, 
Title XXXIV, Central Valley Project Improvement Aet of 1992, October 30, 1992. 

PERFORMANCE INFORMATION: This project is aligned with the following Department of the 
Interior’s Strategic Plan end outcome goal{s): Deliver Water Consistent with Applicable State and 
Federal Law, in an Environmentally Responsible and Cost-EfFicient Manner (Water); Manage or bifluence 
Resource Use to Enhance Public Benefit, Responsible Development, and Economic Value (Energy - 
Hydropower); and Improve the Quality and Diversity of Recreation Experiences and Visitor Enjoyment on 
DOI Lands. The intermediate outcome is Operate and Maintain a Safe and Reliable Water Infrastructure; 
Operate and Maintain Reliable, Safe and Secure Power Facilities; and Improve Capacities to Provide 
Access for Recreation. The Activity Based Costing/Management alignment includes 5A - Maintain 
Dams/Water Storage Facilities, 5Z - Maintain Bridges, and 4P - Maintain Hydropower Facilities. 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 


Program Financial Data 


Activity 

FY2010 

FY 201 1 

Facility Maintenance and Rehabilitation 

$24,004,000 

$21,656,000 

Enacted/Request 

$24,004,000 

$21,656,000 

Non-Federal 

0 

0 

Prior Year Funds 

18,380 

0 

Total Program 

$24,022,380 

$21,656,000 

Prior Year Funds/Non-Federal 

(18,380) 

0 

Total Reclamation Allotment 

$24,004,000 

$21,656,000 


IMPACTS OF RECOVERY ACT FUNDING: Funding will allow the repainting of the spillway bridge 
at Shasta Dam, wheel gate refurbishing at Folsom Dam, replaeement of transfomiers at Folsom power 
plant, replace C02 systems at New Melones power plant, replace potable water treatment system at New 
Melones power plant, and the replacement of unit breakers at O’Neill Pump Plant. 

WORK PROPOSED FOR FY 2011: 
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CyP, Replacements, Additions, Exlraordinary Maintenance Program 

Facility Maintenance and Rehabilitation - 

Shasta Facilities - Begins seismic upgrades on the administration office, garage and warehouse at Coleman 
Fish Hatchery; purchase and install paint booth, fabricate a second river outlet coaster gate stop log, and 
install a storage building at Shasta Dam; repair road and fencing at Keswick Dam. Continues upgrade of 
cooling water system strainers at Keswick Powerplant; refurbish gantry crane and overhau i/recoat the 9 
penstock fixed wheel gates at Keswick Dam; and repair spillway stilling basin at Shasta Dam. Completes 
the refurbishment of spillway regulating gates at Keswick Dam. 3,3 1 9,000 

Folsom Facilities - Begins replacement of spillway gate trunnion pin and bearing, replace wheeled bucket 
loader, and install unit intake temperature control shutters at Folsom Dam; and automate unit cooling water 
controls on units 2 and 3 and replacement of oil centrifiige at Folsom Powerplant. Continues repair on the 
north fork pipeline and replacement of civil maintenance and office buildings at Folsom Dam; replace fish 
diversion structure; and overhaul of units 1 and 2, rewind, replace runners and excitation system at Nimbus 
Powerplant. Complete repair and procure radial gate attachments at Nimbus Dam. 

11,266,000 

Trinity Facilities - Continues coat interior penstocks I and 2 at Whiskeytown Dams; re-coat of interior 
penstocks 1 and 2 at JF Carr and Spring Creek powerplants; and overhaul of fixed wheel gate at Trinity 
Dam. Completes replacement of station service switchgear at Spring Creek, Trinity and JF Carr 
powerplants. 4,015,000 

New Melones Facilities - Begins replacement of low level outlet works culvert at New Meiones Dam and 
replace water conveyance system. Continues replacement of artifact storage facility at New Melones 
Recreation and replacement of New Melones Dam and Powerplant offices. Completes the reroof of 
administration and maintenance buildings, visitor center, and restrooms at New Melones Recreation. 

1.214.000 

Tracy Facilities - Begins backup system installation for King River Cheek at Friant-Kem Canal. Continues 
vegetation removal on the Delta Cross Channel and correct seepage at San Justo Dam. Complete 
replacement of 13.8 kilovolts breakers and improvements on bus protection at Tracy Pumping Plant. 

1.842.000 


Reclamation Request 


521,656,000 
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CVP, Sacramento River Division 

LOCATION: The Sacramento River Division (Division) is located in Colusa, Glenn, and Tehama 
counties in northern California. 

DESCRIPTION/JUSTIFICATION: The Division eonsists of the Red Bluff Diversion Dam, a concrete 
wire structure 52 feet high and 5,985 feet long ineluding dikes 1 and 2; Red Bluff Diversion Dam Fish 
Bypass Facilities; Corning Pumping Plant, with six units and a total capacity of 477 cubic feet per second 
(cfs); Tehama-Colusa Canal system including Reaches 1 through 8A, canal-side pumping plants and 
distribution systems, approximately 1 14 miles long, with an initial capacity of 2,530 cubic feet per 
second, extending from Red Bluff Diversion Dam and terminating in Yolo County south of Dunnigan, 
California; Tehama-Colusa Fish Facilities; and Corning Canal, 21 miles long with a diversion capacity of 
500 cubic feet per second and terminating about four miles southwest of Coming, California. The 
Division provides full irrigation service to 34,3 19 acres and will supply supplemental irrigation service to 
105,199 acres. Additional benefits include flood control, recreation, and fish and wildlife protection. The 
current Biological Opinion (BO) for the endangered winter-run Chinook salmon restricts the operation of 
Red Bluff Diversion Dam to a four-montli period beginning May 15 of each year. The re-diversion of 
water from Black Butte Reservoir via Stony Creek into the Tehama-Colusa Canal has been essential as a 
temporary measure prior to May 15. 

Despite the reduced operational period, Red Bluff Diversion Dam remains an impediment to upstream 
and downstream passage of salmonid species, as well as the green sturgeon (listed as threatened in April, 
2006). In the early 1990’s, Reclamation and other agency partners began studying alternative measures to 
address the fish passage problems while maintaining the ability to operate the Dam or otherwise continue 
irrigation diversions. In December 2006, Reclamation released a draft Environmental Impact 
Statement/Environmental Impact Report (EIS/EIR), listing as the preferred alternative the consh-uction of 
a screened pumping plant on the mainstem Sacramento River capable of diverting the full canal capacity. 
The Federal Register Notice for the final EIS/EIR was published on May 1, 2008, and a Record of 
Decision was executed on July 1 6, 2008. The planning and design process for the new pumping plant and 
fish screen began in fiscal year 2008 and designs for all features are nearing completion. A design 
conference, which involved Reclamation, the Tehama-Colusa Canal Authority (TCCA) and tlieir 
consultants, produced the final version of specifications and drawings in mid September 2009. The first 
phase of construction of bridge and siphon forthe new pumping plant was awarded 12/21/09. Land 
acquisition is expected to be completed by May 2010. The fish screen and pumping plant is expected to 
be awarded by May 2010. 

AUTHORIZATION; P.L. 81-839, Sacramento Valley Canals, September 26, 1950; P.L. 90-65, Amend 
Sacramento Valley Canals Act, August 19, 1967; and P.L. 102-575, Title XXXIV, Central Valley Project 
Improvement Act of 1992, October 30, 1992. 

PERFORMANCE INFORMATION; This project is aligned with the following Department of the 
Interior’s Strategic Plan end outcome goals: Deliver Water Consistent with Applicable State and Federal 
Law, in an Environmentally Responsible and Cost Efficient Manner; Manage or Influence Resource Use 
to Enhance Public Benefit, Responsible Development, and Economic Value; and Improve Healtli of 
Watersheds, Landscapes, and Marine Resources that are DOI Managed or Influenced Consistent with 
Obligations and State Law Regarding the Allocation and Use of Water. The intermediate outcomes are; 
Operate and Maintain a Safe and Reliable Water Inffastiucture; Effective Water Management to Optimize 
Supply; and Operate and Maintain Reliable Safe and Secure Power Facilities. The Activity Based 
Costing/Management alignment includes 4H - Operate Dams/Water Storage Facilities, 4J - Operate 
Conveyance Facilities, 5A - Maintain Dams/Water Storage Facilities, 8E - Manage Project Lands, 8K - 
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CVP, Sacramento River Division 


Implement Environmental Recommendations, 8J - Enhance Water Supply, 9C - Oveisee/Administer 
Water Service Contracts, 4P - Maintain Hydropower Facilities, and 7P - Control Invasive Plants. 

COMPLETION DATA: Completed and operational major features include; Red Bluff Diversion Dam, 
Tehama-Colusa Canal system including Reaches 1 through 8A, canal side pumping plants and 
distribution systems. Corning Canal and facilities, Coming Water District Distribution System, 
Tehama-Colusa Fish Facilities, experimental “fish-friendly” pumping plant and the Red Bluff Diversion 
Dam Fish Bypass Facilities. All facilities of the Division were constmcted and are operated by 
Reclamation except for the Corning Pumping Plant, Tehama-Colusa and Corning canals, which were 
constructed by Reclamation and are operated by the Tehama-Colusa Canal Authority. 

As of September 30, 2009 the Sacramento River Division was 78 percent complete. A decrease of 1 5 
percent occurred since last year due to the total estimated cost for the construction schedule increasing on 
the Red Bluff Fish Passage. 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 


Program Financial Data 


Activity 

FY 2010 

FY2011 

Water and Energy Management and Development 

385,000 

$912,000 

Land Management and Development 

50,000 

267,000 

Fish and Wildlife Management and Development 

14,031,000 

40,463,000 

Facility Operations 

1,299,000 

1,572,000 

Facility Maintenance and Rehabilitation 

30,000 

150,000 

Enacted/Request 

$15,795,000 

$43,364,000 

Non-Federal 

0 

0 

Prior Year Funds 

389,061 

0 

Total Program 

$16,184,061 

$43,364,000 

Prior Year Funds/Non-Federal 

(389,061) 

0 

Total Reclamation Allotment 

$15,795,000 

$43,364,000 


Total Cost Information 



Total Est 
Cost 

Total to 
9/30/09’' 

ARRA 

Funding^ 

FY 2010 

FY2011 

Balance to 
Complete 

Reclamation 

$804,238,619 

$491,009,860 

103,499,621 

$14,031,000 

$40,463,000 

$155,235,138 

Adjustment''' 

7,571,735 

4,369,065 

0 

402,186 

0 

2,800,484 

Total 

$811,810,354 

$495,378,925 

103,499,621 

$14,433,186 

$40,463,000 

$158,035,622 


''Total costs thru 9/30/09 include ARRA expenditures of *6,314.379 for Red Bluff Fish Screen and Pumping Plant. 
■'Remaining balance of ARRA funding will be obligated in FY 2010. 

^'includes Federal net property/transfer -$128,265 and non-Federal contributions of $7,700,000. FY 2010 includes 


undelivered orders. 
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CyP, Sacramento River Division 


Cost Allocation and Methodology 


Allocation 

FY2010 

FY 20111 

Irrigation 

$254,322,000 

$256,441,000 

Power 

75,885,000 

76,360,000 

Municipal and Industrial Water 

27,992,000 

26,267,000 

Recreation 

282,000 

282,000 

Fish and Wildlife 

179,667,000 

379,391,000 

Flood Control 

18,160,000 

17,356,000 

Navigation 

1,313,000 

1,249,000 

Deferred Use 

54,450,000 

54,450,000 

Archeological Resources 

14,000 

14,000 

Total 

612,085,000 

811,810,000 


^^Incremental cost of providing extra capacity and elevation in Tehama-Colusa Canal (Reaches 5-8A) 
to enable future water service to the planned West Sacramento Canal Unit service area. Rounding 
adjustment of $354 made for allocation purposes. 


METHODOLOGY: The operational and financial integration provision of the Central Valley Project 
(CVP) authorization requires that the cost allocation, ratesetting, and repayment studies be performed for 
the total project rather than for individual divisions and units. In response to congressional requests for 
information on individual divisions and units, pro rata shares of the cost allocation for the total authorized 
projects are shown for the individual divisions and units. Thus, the pro rata share of the project cost 
allocation shown for this division will change each time there is a change in the total estimated cost of the 
authorized CVP. 

The net increase in the total cost to be allocated of $199,726,000 is due to construction of the new fish 
screen and pumping plant with a build-out capacity of 2,500 cubic feet per second at Red Bluff Diversion 
Dam, in accordance with CVPIA and in response to the 2009 OCAP BO. Funding will also be used for 
continued biological monitoring at the existing facility as construction continues, and for cooperative 
green sturgeon research and monitoring that is also mandated by tlie OCAP BO. Includes a $813 
rounding adjustment. 

APPROPRIATION CEILING: Not applicable. 

IMPACTS OF RECOVERY ACT FUNDING: Funding is for the construction of the new fish screen 
and pumping plant at Red Bluff Diversion Dam. The facility will essentially replace the function and 
purpose of the 1960’s era dam, with a build-out capacity of 2,500 cubic feet per second. 

WORK PROPOSED FOR FY 2011: 

Water and Energy Management and Development - 

Water Service and Repayment Contracts - Continues administering and negotiating water service and 
repayment contracts. Increase is due to previous funding levels insufficient to provide the basic 
requirements needed to administer water service and repayment contracts, including 136 Sacramento 
River Settlement Contracts, Activities include the collection and accounting for revenues to the 
Reclamation and Restoration funds; processing requests for contracts, contract amendments, water 
transfers, annexations and detachments; drafting and commenting on environmental documents related to 
the aforementioned contract activities. Ineffective administration and oversight of water contracts would 
result in uncollected revenue and inability to meet contractual obligations. 473,000 
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CyP, Sacramento River Division 


Water Quality Monitoring and Water Conservation - Continues water conservation efforts and 
maintaining satellite telemetry stations along the Sacramento River. Increase will allow Reclamation to 
effectively administer the water conservation program as required by Section 210 of the Reclamation 
Reform Act of 1982 (RRA), Section 3405 of Public Law 102-575, the Central Valley Project 
Improvement Act (CVPIA), and water service, repayment, exchange, and Sacramento River Settlement 
Contracts. Assistance is provided to contractors in the water conservation planning and implementation 
process. Contractors’ plans and annual updates are reviewed for adequacy. The program identifies 
directives (criteria) and provides assistance to contractors for management, research and technological 
improvements in urban and agricultural water conservation. As funding is available, the program 
manager provides solicitation for proposals and acts as COR/GCAOR on grants to eligible recipients. 
Also, will allow Reclamation to effectively monitor water quality for Endangered Species Act 
requirements for Central Valley Project operations. 295,000 

Reservoir and River Operations - Continues monitoring and reporting on water operations on the 
Sacramento River and Stony Creek. Increase is due to the result of anticipated installation and 
maintenance of Supervisoiy Control and Data Acquisitions (SCADA) system and other measuring 
equipment at the Red Bluff Pumping Plant. 125,000 

Groundwater Information and Reporting - Continues management for groundwater data. 

19,000 


Subtotal, Water and Energy Management and Development $912,000 

Land Management and Development - Continues Hazardous Materials Management Program, issuance 
and administration of land use permits, and title boundary research. Increase in funding will allow for 
the effective administration of Federal lands to prevent trespass, misuse, vandalism, illegal dumping of 
trash and/or hazardous waste. Also the additional burden for staff time has been allocated to this division 
as a result of activity for the Red Bluff Pumping Plant which has been accelerated due to potential 
impacts to endangered/listed species. 

267,000 


Fish and Wildlife Management and Development - 

Fish Passage Program - Continues construction of the new fish screen and pumping plant at Red Bluff 
Diversion Dam, a project currently nearing the end of the design phase. The facility, which will 
essentially replace the function and purpose of the I960's era dam, is being constnicted under the 
authority of Section 3406(b)(10) of the Central Valley Project Improvement Act, which directs 
Reclamation to address fish passage impediments at the dam. Reclamation released a Record of Decision 
in July 2008, citing as the selected alternative construction of a new fish screen and pumping plant with a 
build-out capacity of 2,500 cubic feet per second. Additional impetus for the project was provided in tlie 
June 4, 2009, Biological Opinion (BO) for the Operating Criteria and Plan (OCAP) for the Central Valley 
Project (which includes operation of the Sacramento River system) specifically allowing for operation of 
the dam only through the end of the 2011 irrigation season. Thus, beginning with the 2012 irrigation 
season, the pumping plant must be fully operational or the water supply to approximately 150,000 acres 
of high value crops, many of them permanent, will be greatly diminished. A small portion of the funding 
will be used for continued biological monitoring at the existing facility as construction continues, and for 
cooperative green sturgeon research and monitoring that is mandated by the OCAP BO. Increase in 
funding is due to construction of the fish screen, fore bay and site work. 39,937,000 
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CVP, Sacramento River Division 


Stony Creek - Continues fish monitoring evaluation program and fish passage structure on the Tehama- 
Colusa Canal. Increase is due to higher costs for monitoring and use of nets to prevent entrainment into 
the canals, 468,000 

Hamilton City Pumping Plant. Glenn Colusa Irrigation District fOCID’) - Continues oversight and close 
out activities for QCID. 58,000 

Subtotal, Fish and Wildlife Management and Development 40,463,000 

Facility Operations - Continues operation and maintenance of Red Bluff Diversion Dam and associated 
facilities for delivery of irrigation and refuge water to Tehama-Colusa and Corning canals and installation 
and removal of temporary fish screens. Continues groundwater monitoring, report preparation, 
maintenance, and calibration of water meters and stream gauges along the Sacramento River. Continues 
to operate and maintain tire Research Pumping Plant for deliveries of irrigation and refuge water to 
Tehama-Colusa and Corning canals, and maintain roads and drainage ditches in and around Tehama- 
Colusa Fish Facility. Increase is due to additional operation and maintenance requirements as a result of 
the completion of the interim pumping plant at Red Bluff. 

1,572,000 

Facility Maintenance and Rehabilitation - Continues facility modifications to address life safety code 
deficiencies. Increase will allow Reclamation to remain compliant with laws mandating upgrades to 
facilities. 

150.000 

Reclamation Request $43,364,000 

SEE APPENDIX FOR: Benefit Cost Ratios as of October 1, 2010 
Land Certification 

Obligations by Function for Operating Projects 

Project Repayment FY 201 1 

Status of NEPA Compliance 

Status of Water Service and Repayment Contracts 

Summary of Irrigation Investment 
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CVP, San Felipe Division 

LOCATION; The San Felipe Division (Division) is located in the central coastal area south of San 
Francisco, California, and encompasses tire Santa Clara Valley in Santa Clara County, the northern 
portion of San Benito County, the southern portion of Santa Cruz County, and the northern edge of 
Monterey County. 

DESCRIPTION/JUSTIFICATION: The Division consists of the San Justo Dam and Reservoir, an 
earthfill structure 141 feet high, with a crest length of 722 feet, a dike structure 66 feet high, a crest length 
of 918 feet and a reservoir capacity of 9,906 acre-feet; Hollister Conduit, 14.3 miles long with a capacity 
of 83 cubic feet per second; Pacheco Conduit, 7.8 miles long with a capacity of 413 to 480 cubic feet per 
second; Santa Clara Tunnel and Conduit, 22.4 miles long with a capacity of 330 cubic feet per second; 
Pacheco Tunnel, 7.1 miles long with a capacity of 480 cubic feet per second; two pumping plants; two 
switchyards; and 41 miles of transmission line. Water from San Luis Reservoir is being transported to the 
service area through the Pacheco Tunnel and other principal features. The Pacheco Tunnel Inlet was 
constructed under authority contained in the San Luis Authorization Act. An integral part of the Central 
Valley Project (CVP), this Division delivers water supplies developed in the Sacramento River and Old 
River Divisions to users located in the Division service area, 

AUTHORIZATION: P.L. 90-72, San Felipe Division, Central Valley Project, August 27, 1967, 

PERFORMANCE INFORMATION: This project is aligned with the following Department of the 
Interior's Strategic Plan end outcome goal(s); Deliver Water Consistent with Applicable State and 
Federal law, in an Environmentally Responsible and Cost-Efficient Manner, and Improve the Quality 
and Diversity of Recreation Experiences and Visitor Enjoyment on DOI Lands. The intermediate 
outcome is Operate and Maintain a Safe and Reliable Water Infrastructure and Effective Water 
Management to Optimize Supply. The Activity Based Costing/Management alignment includes: 9C- 
Oversee/ Administer Water Service Contracts; 4H - Operate Dams/Water Storage Facilities; 8K - 
Implement Environmental Recommendations; 8E - Manage Project Lands; and 8J - Enhance Water 
Supply. 

COMPLETION DATA: As of September 30, 2009, this project was 94 percent complete. 
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CVP, San Felipe Division 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 


Program Financial Data 


Activity 

FY 2010 

FY 201 1 

Water and Energy Management and Development 

$303,000 

$210,000 

Land Management and Development 

1,177,000 

914,000 

Fish and Wildlife Management and Development 

71,000 

49,000 

Facility Operations 

10,000 

0 

Facility Maintenance and Rehabilitation 

5,000 

6,000 

Enacted/Request 

$1,566,000 

$1,179,000 

Non-Federal 

0 

0 

Prior Year Funds 

21,511 

0 

Total Program 

$1,587,51 1 

$1,1.79,000 

Prior Year Funds/Non-Federal 

(21.511) 

0 

Total Reclamation Allotment 

$1,566,000 

$1,179,000 


Total Cost Information 



Total 

Estimated 

Cost 

Total to 
9/30/09 

ARRA 

Funding 

FY2010 

FY2011 

Balance to 
Complete 

Reclamation 

$379,945,701 

$315,866,020 

$0 

$1,348,498 

$1,078,000 

$61,653,183 



8,591,446 

0 

■beesei 

0 

35,477 

1 Total 

$388,887,068 

$324,457,466 

$0 

$1,662,942 

$1,078,000 



Includes cash contributions of $50,000 by the San Felipe Committee for preconstruction studies, 
$397,381 by County of San Benito for non-Federal share of cost of public use/recreation facilities at 
San Justo Reservoir, $8,465,263 for cost of the Pacheco Tunnel, $28,723 for other Federal net 
property/transfers. FY2010 includes undelivered orders. 


CrotAUocatimi^M^M^hodoIo^ 


Allocation 

FY 2010 

FY 2011 

Irrigation 

$79,848,000 

$79,942,000 

Municipal and Industrial Water 

274,757,000 

269,874,000 

Recreation 

17,960,000 

17,717,000 

Fish and Wildlife 

17,708,000 

17,469,000 

Archaeological, Cultural and Historical 

105,000 

105,000 

Interest during Construction - Irrigation 

3,780,000 

3,780,000 

Total '' 

$394,158,000 

$388,887,000 


Rounding adjustment of - $68 made for allocation purposes. 


METHODOLOGY: The operational and financial integration provision of the CVP authorization 
requires that the cost allocation, ratesetting, and repayment studies be performed for the total project 
rather than individual divisions and units. In response to congressional requests for information on 
individual divisions and units, pro rata shares of the cost allocation for the total authorized project are 
shown for the individual divisions and units. Thus, the pro rata share of the project cost allocation shown 
for this division will change each time there is a change in the total estimated cost of the authorized CVP, 
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1985 


CVP, San Felipe Division 

The net decrease of $5,271,000 includes $4,496,407 for transfer stipulations; $774,469 for wildlife 
mitigation effoifs; and a decrease of $124 for rounding adjustment. 

APPROPRIATION CEILING; Appropriations authorized are $359,608,000 (October 2009). The 
comparable Federal obligation, including $19,400,000 for a Federal loan to San Benito County Water 
Conservation and Flood Control District to build a distribution system, is $385,128,000, which does not 
exceed tire appropriation ceiling by more than the amount of contingencies included in the obligation. 
This authorization may not be adequate to cover the project as currently proposed. Authorizing 
legislation may be required to increase the appropriation ceiling to complete the project as authorized. 
Estimate data on the Watsonville Facilities are not firm enough to determine if additional appropriation 
ceiling is necessary. The situation will be analyzed periodically as new and more precise data becomes 
available to determine the impact of the changes. Appropriate congressional committees will be advised 
of the ceiling status for this project at the time a firm commitment is made on the construction of the 
Watsonville Facilities. Current commitments will be held within the existing ceiling. 

IMPACT OF RECOVERY ACT FUNDING: Will allow for the rehofit of facilities to meet the 
requirements of the American with Disabilities Act. 


WORK PROPOSED FOR FY 2011: 

Water and Energy Management and Development - 

Water Marketing and Contracting Activities - Continues water marketing and contracting activities. 

55.000 

Miscellaneous Activities - Continues work on National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) compliance 
for Project activities as it peitains to the Division, in adherence with federally-mandated requirements. 
Continues water conservation activities including water conservation plans, technical assistance, 
demonstration projects, grants, cooperative agreements, partnerships, and irrigation efficiency 
improvements. 155,000 

Subtotal, Water and Energy Management and Development $210,000 

Land Management and Development - 

San Justo Dam and Resei~voir - Continues work on transfer stipulations for the San Justo Dam and 
Reservoir. The San Benito County Water District is requesting these repaire to be completed prior to the 
transfer, which includes the replacement of toe drains that were crushed during construction. Decrease is 
due to revised funding schedule for the purchase of land damaged by seepage induced landslides. 

799,000 

Land Use Compliance - Continues day-to-day land management activities required for the San Justo 
Reservoir and associated facilities. These activities include oversight and review of public and non- 
public land use requests, complying with and administering laws and regulations, and protection of land 
resources; and provide NEPA and Endangered Species Act (ESA) compliance in association with public 
requests to use or alter recreational lands and facilities. 86,000 

Land Resource Protection - Continues development and implementation of resource protection plans for 
fire suppression, waste and hazardous materials management, and soil and moisture conservation to 
protect public health and safety on Reclamation lands managed for non-operational uses. 

29.000 


Subtotal, Land Management and Development 


914,000 
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CVP, San Felipe Division 


Fish and Wildlife Management and Development - 

San Felipe Biological Opinion (BiOpI Implementation - Continues implementation of BiOp requirements. 
A number of consuitations with the Fish and Wildlife Service under Section 7 of the ESA resulted in 
BiOps covering interim and long-term water service contracts, continued operation and maintenance of 
Reclamation facilities, and other site-specific Federal actions. 41 ,000 

Environmental Monitoring - Continues environmental monitoring of the effect pest management activities 
have on threatened and endangered species located on, in, or around project facilities in compliance with 
Federal and State environmental laws and regulations. 8,000 

Subtotal, Fish and Wildlife Management and Development 49,000 

Facility Maintenance and Rehabilitation - Continues reviews, evaluations and facility modifications to 
meet Federal accessibility standards. 6.000 

Reclamation Request $1,179,000 


SEE APPENDIX FOR; Benefit Cost Ratios as of October 1, 2010 
Land Certification 

Obligations by Function for Operating Projects 

Project Repayment FY 201 1 

Status of NEPA Compliance 

Status of Water Service and Repayment Contracts 

Summary of Irrigation Investment 
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CVP, San Joaquin Division 

LOCATION: The San Joaquin Division (Division) is located in the San Joaquin Valley of central 
California. 

DESCRIPTION/JUSTIFICATION: The Division is an integral part of the Central Valley Project 
(CVP). The Division was established to implement legislation enacted to protect, restore, and enhance 
fish, wildlife and associated habitats in the Central Valley of California, 

The Fish and Wildlife Management and Development activity funding request provides for continued 
construction of water delivery facilities to provide suitable reliable water supply to more than 65,000 acres 
of wetlands in the northern San Joaquin River Basin (Grasslands Basin) in order to meet water-specific 
requirements of the Central Valley Project Improvement Act. Work includes construction of new facilities, 
rehabilitation and enlargement of existing facilities, and evaluation of proposals submitted by willing 
sellers, including activities required by the National Environmental Policy Act, Endangered Species Act, 
Fish and Wildlife Coordination Act, and State water laws. 

The San Joaquin Basin Action Plan (Plan) will implement management objectives to ensure permanent 
habitat preservation of lands that are of vital importance to Pacific Flyway ducks and geese, threatened and 
endangered species, other migratory birds and resident species. The Plan will provide information for the 
creation of wetlands for waterfowl and other wetland dependent species on agricultural lands suitable for 
conversion protect adequate sanctuary to encourage wider distribution of waterfowl and provide protection 
for endangered and tlireatened species. 

Water Acquisition funding will be used to acquire additional water supplies to supplement the quantity of 
water dedicated to fish and wildlife purposes. The Anadromous Fish Restoration Program will identify 
specific restoration actions for both CVP and non-CVP controlled rivers and streams within the Central 
Valley of California. 

Land Retirement funding will be used to acquire drainage impaired agricultural land, which is 
characterized by low productivity, poor drainage, and high selenium concentrations in the shallow 
groundwater and to establish wildlife habitats. This funding will also be used to continue implementation 
of the Land Retirement Demonstration Project (LRDP). 

Tire goals of the LRDP are to study the impacts of land retirement upon groundwater levels, groundwater 
and surface water quality, soil chemistry, and biota. This project is needed to provide site-specific 
scientific data to guide any future implementation of the land retirement program and to develop tools for 
predicting potential benefits and impacts of retiring lands from irrigated agriculture in the Central Valley. 
The LRDP will evaluate habitat rehabilitation techniques to determine the most effective and economical 
means to provide safe upland habitats to aid in the recovery of threatened and endangered species in the 
San Joaquin Valley. 

AUTHORIZATION: P.L. 102-575, Title XXXIV, Central Valley Project Improvement Act of 1992, 
October 30, 1992. 

PERFORMANCE INFORMATION: This project is aligned with the following Department of the 
Interior's Strategic Plan end outcome goal(s); Deliver Water Consistent with Applicable State and 
Federal law, in an Enviromnentally Responsible and Cost-Efficient Manner. The intermediate outcome 
is Operate and Maintain a Safe and Reliable Water Infrastructure. The Activity Based 
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CVP, San Joaquin Division 

Costing/Management alignment includes: 4J - Operate Conveyance Facilities and 8K - Implement 
Environmental Recommendations. 

COMPLETION DATA: As of September 30, 2009, the San Joaquin Division was 52 percent complete. 
This is a decrease of 1 percent from last year, which is due to more current estimate of outyear 
requirements for the San Joaquin Basin Action Plan, the Water Acquisition and Land Retirement 
programs. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 


Program Financial Data 


Activity 

FY 2010 

FY2011 1 

Restoration 

Fund 

Water & 
Related 
Resources 

Restoration 

Fund 

Water & 
Related 
Resources 

Fish and Wildlife Management and 
Development 

$9,700,000 

$5,300,000 

$14,400,000 

$400,000 

Enacted/Request 

$9,700,000 

$5,300,000 

$14,400,000 

$400,000 

Non-Federal 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Prior Year Funds 

16,386 

10,104 

0 

0 

Total Program 

$9,716,386 

$5,310,104 

$14,400,000 

$400,000 

Prior Year Funds/Non-Federal 

(16,386) 

(10,104) 

0 

0 

Total Reclamation Allotment 

$9,700,000 

$5,300,000 

$14,400,000 

$400,000 


Total Cost Information 



Total Estimated 
Cost 

Total to 
9/30/09 

FY 2010 

FY2011 

Balance to 
Complete 

1 Reclamation 

$427,062,163 

$231,137,863 

$15,026,490 

$14,800,000 

$166,097,810 

1 Adiustments '' 

6,052,690 

(1,260,806) 

7,260,194 

0 

53,302 

i Total 

$433,114,853 

$229,877,057 

$22,286,684 

$14,800,000 

$166,151,112 


'includes $55,978 for transfers, credits and other expenditures and $5,996,712 for non-Federal cash 
contributions. FY 2010 includes undelivered orders. 

^Includes Restoration funds of $9,700,000 in FY 2010 and $14,400,000 in FY 2011 . 


Cost Allocation and Methodology 


Allocation 

FY2010 

FY20M 

Fish and Wildlife 

$408,720,000 

$433,115,000 

Total '' 

$408,720,000 

$433,115,000 


Rounding adjustment of $147 made for allocation purposes. 


METHODOLOGY: The operational and financial integration provision of the CVP authorization 
requires that cost allocation, rate setting, and repayment studies be performed for the total project rather 
than individual divisions and units. In response to congressional requests for infomiation on individual 
divisions and units, pro rata shares of the cost allocation for the total authorized project are shown for the 
individual divisions and units. Thus, the pro rata share of the project cost allocation shown for this 
division will change each time there is a change in the total estimated cost of the authorized CVP. 

The net increase in the total cost to be allocated of $24,395,000 includes $27,125,146 for Water 
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CVP, San Joaquin Division 

Acquisition due to re-evaluation of outyear requirements; $5,000,000 for San Joaquin River Restoration 
Program; partially offset by a decrease of $7,132,198 for San Joaquin Basin Action Plan; $597,893 for 
Land Retirement; and $55 decrease for rounding adjustment. 

APPROPRIATION CEILING: Not Applicable. 


WORK PROPOSED FOR FY 201 X; 

Fish and Wildlife Management and Development - 

Water Acquisition Program 13,700,000 

San Joaquin Basin Action Plan 550,000 

Land Retirement Program '' 550^000 

Fish and Wildlife Management and Development 14,800,000 

Restoration Fund (14.400.000j 

Subtotal, Fish and Wildlife Management and Development 400,000 


See Central Valley Project Restoration Fund, Work Proposed for 
FY 201 1 for description of activities funded with Restoration. 

San Joaquin Basin Action Plan - Continues support for planning, design and construction of conveyance 
facilities to East Bear Creek Unit of the San Luis National Wildlife Refiige to provide deliveiy of Level 2 
and 4 refuge water supplies to San Joaquin Basin Action Plan lands in accordance with the Central Valley 
Project Improvement Act, section 3406(d)(5). 350,000 

Land Retirement - Reinitiates implementation of the Land Retirement Demonstration Project to 
demonstrate the habitat restoration potential of the 15,000 acres planned to be retired. 

50,000 


Reclamation Request $400,000 

SEE APPENDIX FOR: Benefit Cost Ratios as of October 1, 2010 
Project Repayment FY 201 1 
Summary of Irrigation Investment 
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CVP, Shasta Division 

LOCATION: The Shasta Division (Division) is located in Shasta County in northeastern California. 

DESCRIPTION/JUSTIFICATION: As an integral part of the Central Valley Project (CVP), this 
Division develops water and power supplies for delivery to users located in the Shasta Division service 
area and throughout the CVP. This Division consists of Shasta Dam, a curved concrete gravity structure 
602 feet high, a crest length of 3,460 feet, and a lake capacity of 4,552,000 acre-feet; Shasta Powerplant, 
consisting of five main generating units and two station service units with a total capacity of 7 10,000 
kilowatts; Keswick Dam and Reservoir, a concrete gravity dam 157 feet high with a crest length of 1,046 
feet and a capacity of 23,800 acre-feet; and Keswick Powerplant, consistuig of three main generating 
units with a total capacity of 1 17,000 kilowatts. Over the past 10 years the Clear Creek Restoration 
Project, mandated under tire Central Valley Project Improvement Act, has facilitated improvement of 
several major fish habitat populations and the return of spring-run Chinook salmon and steelhead to the 
creek. This program has particular value for precluding further constraints on CVP operations by 
providing additional habitat for the spring-run. Coleman National Fish Hatchery, funded by Reclamation 
and operated by the Fish and Wildlife Service, mitigates for Shasta and Keswick Dams by producing 
juvenile Chinook salmon and steelhead. At the Anderson-Cottonwood Irrigation District (ACID) 
Diversion Dam, the Secretary was directed to develop and implement a program to resolve fish passage 
problems at the dam as well as upstream stranding problems related to dam operations. This was 
accomplished in 2001 with construction of the ACID fish ladder system and viewing complex. The 
Division provides supplemental irrigation service to 499,694 acres, 10,710 acre-feet annually for 
municipal and industrial use, and generation of over 2 million megawatt-hours of hydropower annually. 
The Division also provides fish and wildlife and flood control benefits. 

AUTHORIZATION: Emergency ReliefAppropriations Act of 1935, April 8, 1935. TheCVPwas 
authorized by a finding of feasibility by the Secretaiy of the Interior, and approved by the President on 
December 1, 1935; P.L. 75-392, RiversandHarbors Act of 1937, August 26, 1937; P.L.76-868, Rivers 
and Harbors Act of 1940, October 17, 1940; P.L. 99-546, Coordinated Operations Agreement, Suisun 
Marsh Preservation Agreement and Small Reclamation Projects Act of 1956, as amended; and P.L. 

1 02-575, Title XXXfV, Central Valley Project Improvement Act of 1 992, October 30, 1 992. 

PERFORMANCE INFORMATION: This project is aligned with the following Department of the 
Interior's Strategic Plan end outcome goal(s): Deliver Water Consistent with Applicable State and 
Federal Law, in an Environmentally Responsible and Cost-Efficient Manner; Sustain Biological 
Communities on DOI Managed and Influenced Lands and Waters Consistent with Obligations and State 
Law Regarding the Allocation and Use Of Water; and Manage or Influence Resource Use to Enliance 
Public Benefit, Responsible Development, and Economic Value - Hydropower. The intermediate 
outcomes are: Operate and Maintain a Safe and Reliable Water Infrastructure; Effective Water 
Management to Optimize Supply; and Operate and Maintain Reliable, Safe and Secure Power Facilities. 
The Activity Based Costing/Management alignment includes: 5A - Maintain Dams/Water Storage 
Facilities; 8E -Manage Project Lands; 8K - Implement Environmental Recommendations; 22 - Plan 
for Water and Related Resource Use; 8J - Enhance Water Supply; 9C - Oversee/Adininister Water 
Service Contracts; 4P - Maintain Hydropower Facilities; 4T - Operate Power Facilities; and 7P - 
Control Invasive Plants. 

COMPLETION DATA: As of September 30, 2009, the Shasta Division was 99 percent complete. 
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CKP, Shasta Division 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 


Program Financial Data 


Activity 

FY 2010 

FY2011 1 

Restoration 

Fund 

Water & 
Related 
Resources 

Restoration 

Fund 

Water & 
Related 
Resources 

Water and Energy Management and 
Development 

$0 

$90,000 

$0 

$466,000 

Land Management and Development 

0 

50,000 

0 

208,000 

Fish and Wildlife Management and 
Development 

600,000 

0 

800,000 

251,000 

Facility Operations 

0 

7,226,000 

0 

8,016,000 

Facility Maintenance and Rehabilitation 

0 

365,000 

0 

1,550,000 

Enaoted/Request 

$600,000 

$7,731,000 

$800,000 

$10,491,000 

Non-Federal 

0 

7,930,000 

0 

7,480,000 

Prior Year Funds 

0 

47,015 

0 

0 

Total Program 

$600,000 

$15,708,015 

$800,000 

$17,971,000 

Prior Year Funds/Non-Federal 

11,240 

(7,977,0151 

0 

(7,480,000; 

Total Reclamation Allotment 

$611,240 

$7,731,000 

$800,000 

$10,491,000 


Total Cost Information 



Total 

Estimated 

Cost" 

Total to 
9/30/09''’ 

ARRA 
Funding ^ 

FY 2010 

FY2011 

Balance to 
Complete 

Reclamation 

$342,937,164 

$311,437,342 

$25,996,907 

$933,569 

$1,051,000 

$3,518,346 



(4,336,822) 

- 

155,930 

- 


1 Total 

$343,982,275 

$307,100,520 

$25,996,907 

$1,089,499 


$8,744,349 I 


‘'Total costs through 9/30/09 include ARRA exp^ditures of $3,093. 

^'Remaining ARRA funds for the Battle Creek Salmon and Steelhead Restoration to be obligated in FY 


2010. 

^'Non-Federal funding of $9,864,717 and transfers of $194,276. FY 2010 includes undelivered orders. 
■‘'Includes CVP Restoration Funds of $600,000 in FY 2010 and $800,000 in FY 201 1 . 

5/ FY 2009 ARRA funding in the amount of $60,000 are for Life Safety Code Corrections and ADA 
Deficiencies. 


Cost Allocation and Methodology 


Allocation 

FY2010 

FY 2011 

Irrigation 

$114,568,000 

$133,597,000 

Power 

34,185,000 

39,781,000 

Municipal and Industrial Water 

12,610,000 

13,684,000 

Fish and Wildlife 

142,731,000 

142,227,000 

Flood Control 

8,181,000 

9,042,000 

Navigation 

592,000 

651,000 

Total'' 

$312,867,000 

$338,982,000 


’'Rounding adjustment of +$275 made for allocation purposes. 
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CVP, Shasta Division 


METHODOLOGY: The operational and financial integration provision of tlie CVP authorization 
requires that the cost allocation, ratesetting, and repayment studies be performed for the total project 
rather than for individual divisions and units. In response to congressional requests for information on 
individual divisions and units, pro rata shares of the cost allocation for the total authorized project are 
shown for the individual divisions and units. Thus, the pro rata share of the project cost allocation shown 
for this division will change each time there is a change in the total estimated co.st of the authorized CVP. 

The increase in total cost to be allocated of $26,1 14,975 includes decrease of $513,639 for readjustment 
of outyear projections for Coleman Fish Hatchery; state funding of $5,799,268 for Clear Creek; ARRA 
funding of $26,000,000 for the Battle Creek Salmon and Steelhead under the Bay-Delta Program; a 
Shasta Temperature Contiol Device accounting adjustment of allocation costs totalling $5,225,998; and 
an increase of $55,344 for service facilities, depreciation, and a salvage. 

APPROPRIATION CEILING: Not applicable. 

IMPACTS OF RECOVERY ACT FUNDING: Funding will meet current Life Safety Code (National 
Fire Protection Assocation 101) requirements. Includes alternate emergency egress, fire alarm system, 
smoke/fire barriers, emergency lighting, exit signage, ventilation, fire extinguishers and fire sprinkler 
system. Funding will meet most Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA) guidelines. 

WORK PROPOSED FOR FY 2011: 

Water and Energy Management and Development - Continues water modeling, the Water Quality 
Monitoring Program, establishing and reviewing criteria for updating the water conservation program, 
and administration of the Water Service and Repayment Contract Program. Increase will allow 
Reclamation to effectively administer the water conservation program as required by Section 210 of the 
Reclamation Reform Act of 1982 (RRA), Section 3405 of Public Law 102-575, the Central Valley 
Project Improvement Act (CVPIA), and water service, repayment, exchange, and Sacramento River 
Settlement Contracts. The program identifies directives (criteria) and provides assistance to 
contractors for management, research and technological improvements in urban and agricultural water 
conservation. Also will allow Reclamation to effectively monitor water quality for Endangered Species 
Act requirements for Central Valley Project operations. $466,000 

Land Management and Development - 

Hazardous Materials Management Program - Continues to handle, collect, store and/or dispose of 
hazardous materials and waste throughout the Northern California Area Office. Increase is due to 
increased cost of hazardous waste disposal. 100,000 

Land Management Activities - Continues land management services associated with Reclamation 
property in the Shasta Division. Activities include the issuance and administration of land use permits, 
routine inspections of Reclamation properties, title and boundary research, and administration of contracts 
for construction and maintenance activities on Reclamation land. Increase in funding will allow for the 
effective administration of Federal lands to prevent trespass, misuse, vandalism, illegal dumping of 
trash and/or hazardous waste. 1 08,000 

Subtotal, Land Management and Development 208,000 
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CVP, Shasta Division 


Fish and Wildlife Management and Development - 

Clear Creek Restoration - Continues gravel additions that will benefit spawning habitat for spring-run 
Chinook salmon and steelhead. Increase is due to higher costs to purchase and transport gravel to project 
sites. 1,051,000 

Restoration Fund 1800.000') 

251,000 

Subtotal, Fish and Wildlife Management and Development 251,000 

Facility Operations - 

Coleman Fish Hatchery - Continues operation and maintenance of the Coleman Fish Hatcheiy and salmon 
rearing facility; and a proportional share of the California-Nevada Fish Health Center and the Northern 
Central "Valley Fish and Wildlife Office, Red Bluff, California. Combined, these offices enable the U.S. 
Fish and Wildlife Service to meet the responsibilities outlined in the Interagency Agreement approved in 
March 1993. Funding is also requested for O&M of tlie salmon rearing facility. Increase is due to 
additional operation and maintenance requirements as a result of the completion of the barrier weir at 
Coleman National Fish Hatchery. 5,029,000 

Miscellaneous Activities - Continues operation and maintenance of Shasta Dam, Shasta Dam 
Temperature Control Device, and associated control and monitoring equipment. Continues apprentice 
training. Central Valley Project Preference Power Customers are funding Keswick Dam and Powerplant 
and Shasta Powerplant in FY 2011. 10,461,000 

Central Valley Project Power Customers (non-Federal) 17.480.0001 

2,981,000 

Hvdrilla Detection and Eradication - Continues to support the aquatic weed research and eradication 
programs in Shasta County. 6,000 

Subtotal, Facility Operations 8,016,000 

Facility Maintenance and Rehabilitation - 

Upper Vista House Repairs - Begins renovation of building located adjacent to Shasta Dam. 

750.000 

Life Safety Code - Continues facility modifications to address life safety code deficiencies. Increase is 
due to revised funding schedule to meet program requirements. 300,000 

Accessibility Improvement - Continues facility modifications to meet Federal accessibility standards. 

500.000 


Subtotal, Facility Maintenance and Rehabilitation 1,550,000 

Reclamation Request $10,491,000 

SEE APPENDIX FOR: Benefit Cost Ratios as of October 1 , 20 1 0 
Land Certification 

Obligations by Function for Operating Projects 

Project Repayment FY 2011 

Status of NEPA Compliance 

Status of Water Service and Repayment Contracts 

Summary of Irrigation Investment 
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CVP, Trinity River Division 

LOCATION: The Trinity River Division (Division) is located in Trinity County in northwestern 
California. 

DESCRIPTION/JUSTIFICATION: This Division consists of Trinity Dam and Trinity Lake, an earthfili 
dam 538 feet high with a crest length of 2,450 feet and a storage capacity of 2,448,000 acre-feet; Trinity 
Powerplant, witli two generators and a total capacity of 140,000 kilowatts; Lewiston Dam and Lake, an 
earthfili structure 9 1 feet high and 745 feet long with a capacity of 1 4,660 acre-feet; Lewiston Powerplant, 
with one unit and a capacity of 350 kilowatts; Trinity River Fish Hatchery; Clear Creek Tunnel, 10.7 miles 
long; J.F. Carr Powei house, with two generators and a total capacity of 154,400 kilowatts; Whiskeytown 
Dam and Lake, an earthfili structure 282 feet high and a crest length of 4,000 feet with a lake capacity of 
241,100 acre-feet; Spring Creek Tunnel and Powerplant, 2.4 miles long with two generators and a total 
capacity of 180,000 kilowatts; Spring Creek Debris Dam and Reservoir, an earthfili structure 196 feet high, 
a crest length of 1,1 10 feet, and a capacity of 5,870 acre-feet; and related pumping and distribution 
facilities. An integral part of the Central Valley Project (CVP), the Division develops water and power 
supplies for delivery to users located in the Division service area and elsewhere in the CVP seivice area. 
Facilities constructed under the original Trinity River Act provide full irrigation service to 6,676 acres and 
supplemental water service to 7,121 acres, 4,810 acre-feet annually for municipal and industrial use, and 
generation of 397,350 kilowatt-hours of hydroelectric power. The Division also includes arestoration 
program designed to return naturally-spawning anadromous fish populations in the Trinity River to the 
levels which existed before construction of the Division facilities. This also helps fulfill the Federal 
government’s trust responsibility to the Hoopa Valley and Yurok Tribes by protecting and restoring the 
Trinity River fishery. 

The Division was autliorized in 1955 by Public Law 84-386 to provide water supplies and power generation 
for California’s Central Valley, while specifically directing the Secretary of the Interior to adopt appropriate 
measures to ensure preservation and propagation of fish and wildlife. The Trinity and Lewiston dams were 
completed in 1964. The Trinity River Restoration Program (TRRP) was established In 1984 under P.L. 98- 
541 to restore and maintain the fish and wildlife stocks of the Trinity River basin to those levels existing 
prior to construction of the CVP Trinity River Division. The Central Valley Project Improvement Act 
(CVPIA) of 1992, Title 34, P.L. 102-575, further directed the Secretary of the Interior to develop 
procedures for restoring and maintaining the Trinity River fishery. The Record of Decision (ROD) for the 
Trinity River Mainstem Fishery Restoration Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) was signed on 
December 19, 2000. It calls for establishment of a strong science program, significant physical/mechanioal 
restoration actions in the mainstem, as well as increased releases to the river from the historical 25 percent 
up to 48 percent of the average annual inflow to Trinity Reservoir. Several CVP water and power users 
filed suit against the Department of the Interior to prevent implementation of the ROD. A final ruling on 
the EIS litigation was issued on November 5, 2004, in favor of the defendants that directs all aspects of the 
program to proceed and overturns the lower court’s requirement to complete the Supplemental EIS (SEIS). 

The Trinity Management Council (TMC), which includes representatives of Reclamation and the U.S. Fish 
and Wildlife Service, was established in February 2001 to oversee implementation of the preferred 
alternative. The TRRP field office was established in September 2002 to implement restoration activities 
and provide support to the TMC. The Trinity Adaptive Management Working Group was established in 
November 2002 as a Federal advisory committee to allow formal stakeholder participation. 

AUTHORIZATION: The following statues provide adequate substantive and funding authority to operate 
the project and implement fish and wildlife restoration activities: P.L. 84-386, Trinity River Division, CVP, 
August 12, 1955; P.L. 96-335, Trinity River Stream Rectification, September 4, 1980; P.L. 98-541, To 
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CVP, Trinity River Division 

Provide for the Restoration of the Fish and Wildlife in the Trinity River Basin, California, and for Other 
Purposes, October 24, 1984; P.L. 102-377, Making Appropriations for Energy and Water Development for 
the fiscal year ending September 30, 1993, October 2, 1992; P.L. 102-575, Title XXXIV, Central Valley 
Project Improvement Act of 1 992, October 30, 1 992; and P.L. 104-143, signed May 15, 1996, Trinity River 
Basin Fish and Wildlife Management Reauthorization Act of 1995. 

PERFORMANCE INFORMATION; This project is aligned witli the following Department of the 
Interior's Strategic Plan end outcome goal(s); Deliver Water Consistent with Applicable State and 
Federal Law, in an Environmentally Responsible and Cost-Efficient Manner; Manage or Influence 
Resource Use to Enhance Public Benefit, Responsible Development, and Economic Value-Hydropower; 
and Sustain Biological Communities on DOI Managed and Influenced Lands and Waters Consistent with 
Obligations and State Law Regarding tlie Allocation and Use of Water. The intermediate outcomes are; 
Operate and Maintain a Safe and Reliable Water Infrastrucmre; Effective Water Management to Optimize 
Supply; and Operate and Maintain Reliable, Safe and Secure Power Facilities. The Activity Based 
Costing/Management alignment includes 4H - Operate Dams/Water Storage Facilities, 5A - Maintain 
Dams/Water Storage Facilities, 8E - Manage Projects Lands, 8K - Implement Environmental 
Recommendations, 7P - Control Invasive Plants, and 4P - Maintain Hydropower Facilities. 

COMPLETION DATA; Grass Valley Creek (Buckhorn) Debris Dam was completed in FY 1990. Trinity 
River Hatcheiy modifications were completed in FY 1991 . The Trinity River Flow Evaluation Study was 
completed in 1999 and the EIS and ROD were finalized in 2000. Four bridges were replaced in 2004-2005 
to allow for peak releases of up to 1 1,000 cfs depending on water year type. Other floodplain structures 
have been modified or relocated to accommodate the same peak releases. Additional accomplishments in 
2005 - 2009 included: 1) securing legal releases of liability for the Federal government from over 75 
landowners in return for various structural modifications, including reimbursement to qualifying 
landowners for remediation or repairs to domestic water and sewage disposal systems impacted by fishery 
restoration flows; 2) release of 10,200 cfs in May 2006, the highest fishery restoration flow since 
construction of the dams in 1964; 3) construction of 17 channel rehabilitation projects (71 percent of the 
Phase I projects); 4) placement of almost 30,000 cubic yards of fish spawning gravel; and 5) release of 1.9 
million acre-feet more water into the Trinity River since the ROD was signed than would have otherwise 
been available. Collectively, these actions have initiated visible and significant improvements in the river’s 
geomorphic character, in turn contributing to increases in fish habitat quality and quantity. Although some 
positive population responses have already been observed in several anadromous species, given the historic 
damage to the watershed additional work is needed to achieve fishery restoration goals. The TMC will 
continue to evaluate the program to monitor the restoration effort. 


Mid-Pacific Region - 67 


54826A 


02/22/2010 



1996 


CVP, Trinity River Division 


SUMMARIZED FINANCUL DATA 


Program Financial Data 


Activity 

FY 2010 

FY 2011 

Restoration 

Fund 

Water & 
Related 
Resources 

Restoration 

Fund 

Water & 
Related 
Resources 

Water and Energy Management and 
Development 

$0 

$120,000 

$0 

$319,000 

Land Management and Development 

0 

50,000 

0 

189,000 

Fish and Wildlife Management and 
Development 

1,750,000 

6,753,000 

1,000,000 

1 1,823,000 

Facility Operations 

0 

3,065,000 

0 

4,130,000 

Facility Maintenance and Rehabilitation 

0 

5,000 

0 

200,000 

Enacted/Request 

$1,750,000 

$9,993,000 

1,000,000 

$16,661,000 

Non-Federal 

0 

3,616,000 

0 

3,798,000 

Prior Year Funds 

53,280 

154,555 

0 

0 

Total Program 

$1,803,280 

$13,763,555 

1,000,000 

$20,459,000 

Prior Year Funds/Non-Federal 

(53,280) 

(3,770,555) 

0 

(3,798,000: 

Total Reclamation Allotment 

$1,750,000 

$9,993,000 

1,000,000 

$16,661,000 


Total Cost Information 



Total 

Estimated 

Cost^' 

Total to 
9/30/09 

FY2009 

ARRA 



Balance to 
Complete 


$412,717,147 

$375,172,210 

$0 



$24,678,657 


1,359,365 

(426,257) 

0 

1,639,021 




$414,076,512 

$374,745,953 

$0 

$6,285,301 

$8,220,000 

$24,825,258 | 


'Includes work done under authorization of P,L. 102-575, which is not appiied against the appropriation ceiiing. 
“inciudes transfers of Si, 359, 365 for other consolidated expenditures and credits. FY2010 inciudes undelivered 
orders. 


^'Inciudes CVP Restoration Funds ofSl, 750,000 in FY 2010 and $1,000,000 in FY 2011. 

*^ARRA funding received for CVP, Trinity River Division is not for construction, therefore not included in table. 
ARRA funds of $6,5 1 0,000 is for Life Safety Code Corrections, Trinity River Restoration Program for Reading Creek, 
Lowden, and Trinity House Gulch. Also, funding is for the Temperature Curtain Repair at Whiskeytown Lake. 


Cost Allocation and Methodology 


Allocation 

FY2010 

FY 201 1 

Irrigation 

$163,801,000 

$165,164,000 

Power 

48,875,000 

49,181,000 

Municipal and Industrial Water 

18,029,000 

16,918,000 

Recreation 

611,000 

611,000 

Fish and Wildlife 

169,719,000 

170,219,000 

Flood Control 

11,696,000 

11,179,000 

Navigation 

846,000 

805,000 

Total '' 

$413,577,000 

$414,077,000 


‘'Rounding adjustment of +$488 made for allocation purposes. 
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CVP, Trinity River Division 

METHODOLOGY; The operational and financial integration provision of the CVP authorization requires 
that the cost allocation, ratesetting, and repayment studies be performed for the total project rather than for 
individual divisions and units. In response to congressional requests for information on individual divisions 
and units, pro rata shares of the cost allocation for the total authorized project are shown for the individual 
divisions and units. Thus, the pro rata share of the project cost allocation shown for this division will 
change each time there is a change in the total estimated cost of the authorized CVP . 

APPROPRIATION CEILING: Appropriations authorized are $498,386,000 (October 2009). The 
comparable Federal obligation is $412,717,147. Currently the Division, Grass Valley Creek, and Trinity 
River Basin Fish and Wildlife Management Program are under separate appropriation ceilings. 

Expenditures for work related to the Division will not exceed its total authorized appropriation ceiling. The 
work authorized under the Grass Valley Creek ceiling has been completed. In addition, the CVPIA 
provides additional authority for restoring Trinity River fisheries, and authorizes such sums as necessary to 
carry out those provisions. 

The net increase in the total cost to be allocated of $500,000 includes $1,000,000 within the Rehabilitate 
Main River (includes Trinity River Restoration Program) due to outyear projections increase and 
Rehabilitate South Fork decrease of $500,000 in outyear projections. 

IMPACTS OF RECOVERY ACT FUNDING: Funding is to meet current Life Safety Code (NFPA 
1010) requirements. Trinity River Restoration Program activities which include floodplain lowering/re- 
contouring, side channel development, gravel augmentation, large woody debris placement, riparian 
establishment, and other geomorphic and aquatic habitat enhancement activities. Funding is also to repair 
temperature curtain at Whiskeytown Lake. 

WORK PROPOSED FOR FY 2011; 

Water and Energy Management and Development - Continues water quality monitoring at Spring 
Creek, Buckhorn, Grass Valley Creek, Whiskeytown, Clear Creek, Lewiston Reservoir, Trinity River, and 
Trinity Lake. Increase allows Reclamation to effectively monitor water quality for Endangered Species 
Act requirements for Central Valley Project operations. 

$319,000 


Land Management and Development - 

Hazardous Materials Management Program - Continues to handle, collect, store and/or dispose of hazardous 
materials and wastes throughout the Northern California Area Office. Increase will allow for timely 
disposal of hazardous materials and effective investigation and clean-up of hazardous dump sites on 
Reclamation lands within the Trinity River Division. 1 00,000 

Land Management Activities - Continues land management services associated with Reclamation property 
in the Division. Activities include the issuance and administration of land use permits, routine inspections 
of Reclamation properties, title and boundaiy research, administration of contracts for construction and 
maintenance activities on Reclamation land. This increase in funding will allow for the effective 
administration of Federal lands to prevent trespass, misuse, vandalism, illegal dumping of trash and/or 
hazardous waste. 89,000 

Subtotal, Land Management and Development 189,000 

Fish and Wildlife Management and Development - 

Trinity River Restoration Program - Continues implementation of the December 2000 ROD, including 
development of a comprehensive monitoring and adaptive management program for fishery restoration. 
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Continues constructing channel rehabilitation projects at various sites along the Trinity River. These 
projects will be designed to be consistent with desirable future river geomorphology that will improve 
fishery habitat conditions, increase rearing habitat, which is the limiting factor for river fishery production, 
and includes monitoring and National Environmental Policy Act compliance. Continues mainstem tributary 
rehabilitation, side channel and pool maintenance, and sediment pond dredging. In order to complete 
construction of the remaining restoration sites by 2015 (formally targeted in the Record of Decision for 
2012) significant increases in funding are necessary through FY 2015. The requested increase coupled 
with current ARRA funding will substantially improve Program accomplishment that has lagged ROD 
recommendations. 

12,823,000 

Restoration Fund (1.000.000) 

'' See Central Valley Project Restoration Fund, Work Proposed for 
FY 2011 for description of activities funded with Restoration. 11,823,000 

Facility Operations - 

Fish and Wildlife Facilities - Continues operation of the Trinity Fish Hatchery. Increase will allow 
Reclamation to meet coded wire fish tagging requirements, also cover increased cost offish feed. 

2.408.000 

Miscellaneous Activities - Continues operation and maintenance (O&M) of Trinity, Whiskeytown, Spring 
Creek, and Buckhorn dams, including outlet facilities and associated control and monitoring equipment. 
Continues stream gauges, O&M of Whiskeytown Glory Hole log boom, Whiskeytown Temperature 
Curtain, Oak Bottom Temperature Curtain and J.F. Carr Powerhouse buoy lines. CVP Preference Power 
Customers are funding Trinity, Spring Creek, and Lewiston powerplants, J.F. Carr Powerhouse, and 
Lewiston Dam and Reservoir. Increase is due to higher operation and maintenance costs for Buckhorn 
Dam. 5,509,000 

CVP Power Customers (non-Federal) f3.798.0001 

1.711.000 

Hvdrilla Detection and Eradication - Continues to support the aquatic weed research and eradication 
programs. 11,000 

Subtotal, Facility Operations 4,130,000 

Facility Maintenance and Rehabilitation - Continues the abatement of life safety code deficiencies. 
Increase will allow Reclamation to remain compliant with laws mandating upgrades to facilities. 200.000 

Reclamation Request $16,661,000 

SEE APPENDIX FOR: Benefit Cost Ratios as of October 1,2010 
Land Certification 

Obligations by Function for Operating Projects 

Project Repayment FY 201 1 

Status of NEPA Compliance 

Status of Water Service and Repayment Contracts 

Summary of Irrigation Investment 
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CVP, Water and Power Operations 

LOCATION: The Central Valley Operations Office is located near the regional office in Sacramento 
County, California. 

DKSCRIPTION/JUSTIFICATION: The Central Valley Operations Office is responsible for annual 
water supply allocations for the Central Valley Project (CVP) with forecasted hydroelectric power 
generation capability. The program includes management of the water resources from the CVP including 
maintenance of daily water and power schedules, flood control, compliance with statutory requirements, 
the Coordinated Operating Agreement (P.L. 99-546), and needs of the Western Area Power 
Administration, The office implements compliance with the Endangered Species Act affecting system- 
wide operations, and implements compliance with the Bay-Delta water quality standards. Close 
coordination of operations with the State of California, U.S, Department of Energy, and other entities is 
also performed in order to deliver authorized project benefits. The office also operates and maintains a 
supervisory control and data acquisition system to control and monitor operations of project facilities at 
16 dams and reservoirs, 1 1 hydroelectric power generating plants, two pump-storage power generating 
plants, and various remote data collection sites to comply with water permit and environmental 
requirements. 

AUTHORIZATION: Emergency Relief Appropriation Act of 1 935, April 8, 1935, The CVP was 
authorized by a finding of feasibility by the Secretary of the Interior, and approved by the President on 
December 2, 1935; P.L. 75-392, Rivers and Harbors Act of 1937, August 26, 1937; P.L. 76-868, Rivers 
and Harbors Act of 1940, October 17, 1940; P.L. 81-356, American River Division Authorization Act, 
October 14, 1949; P.L. 87-874, River and Harbors Act of 1962 (Flood Control Act), October 23, 1962; 
P.L. 91-502, Black Butte Integration Act, October 23, 1970; P.L. 94-423, Reclamation Authorization Act 
of 1976, September 28, 1976; P.L. 99-546, Coordinated Operations Agreement, Suisun Marsh 
Preservation Agreement, and Small Reclamation Projects Act of 1956, as amended; and P.L. 102-575, 
Title XXXIV, Central Valley Project Improvement Act of 1992, October 30, 1992. 

PERFORMANCE INFORMATION: This project is aligned with the following Department of the 
Interior ’s Strategic Plan end outcome goal(s): Deliver Water Consistent with Applicable State and 
Federal Law, in an Environmental Responsible and Cost-Efficient Manner (Water); and Manage or 
Influence Resource Use to Enhance Public Benefit, Responsible Development, and Economic Value 
(Energy - Hydropower). The intermediate outcome is Operate and Maintain a Safe and Reliable Water 
Infrastructure and Operate and Maintain Reliable, Safe and Secure Power Facilities. The Activity Based 
Costing/Management alignment includes 4H - Operate DamsAVater Storage Facilities; 4P - Maintain 
Hydropower Facilities; and 4T - Operate Power Facilities. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 

Program Financial Data 
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CVP, Water and Power Operations 


Activity 

FY 2010 

FY 2011 

Water and Energy Management and Development 

$596,000 

$1,043,000 

Fish and Wildlife Management and Development 

316,000 

440,000 

Facility Operations 

7,662,000 

8,022,000 

Facility Maintenance and Rehabilitation 

325,000 

386,000 

Enacted/Request 

$8,899,000 

$9,891,000 

Non-Federal 

3,322,000 

3,738,000 

Prior Year Funds 

48,846 

0 

Total Program 

$12,269,846 

$13,629,000 

Prior Year Funds/Non-Federal 

(3,370,846) 

(3,738,000) 

Total Reclamation Allotment 

$8,899,000 

$9,891,000 


IMPACTS OF RECOVERY ACT EUNDING: None 

WORK PROPOSED EOR EY 2011: 

Water and Energy Management and Development - 

Long-Term Folsom Re-operation-Water and Power Costs - Reinitiates water replacement costs in 
association with costs to re-operate Folsom Dam and Reservoir to provide 100-year flood control to areas 
along the lower American River. 290,000 

Water Management - Continues review, investigations, forecasts, and preparation of operations criteria 
essential for management of CVP water resources. This will include reviewing the Coordinated 
Operations Agreement. Modifications to Bay-Delta water quality standards and other changes to 
hydrology in the Central Valley basin will be analyzed to determine methods to share requirements of the 
CVP and State Water Project. The CVP Operations Criteria and Plan will be updated and revised to 
reflect policies and priorities guiding the multipurpose operation of the project. 753,000 

Subtotal, Water and Energy Management and Development $1,043,000 

Fish and Wildlife Management and Development - Continues to provide support on Endangered 
Species Act (ESA) compliance issues such as, but not limited to, fish salvage numbers and interservice 
monitoring. Increase is due to higher ESA compliance costs. 440,000 

Facility Operations - 

Power Operations - Continues to provide for the power program operational oversight and procedures 
required to standardize operational practices, to conform to sound safety practices, and to operate in 
accordance with applicable laws and agreements. Decrease is due to revised funding schedule. 

2,231,000 

Continues review and renegotiations of master interconnect contracts to meet project power needs. 

280,000 

CVP Power Customers (non-Federal) (280,000) 

0 

Continues to review pumping plants, powerplants, and attendant facilities to ensure facilities are operated 
and maintained in accordance with Reclamation standards. 2,144,000 

CVP Power Customers (non-Federal) (2.144.000) 

0 
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Continues accounting activities involving various power financial matters of which the most prominent is 
the Power Operations and Maintenance Funding Agreement with the power customers. Continues energy 
accounting associated with supporting pumping operations for contractual water deliveries, 

302.000 

CVP Power Customers (non-Federal) (302,000) 

0 

Continues to provide supervision, program oversight, and leadership of the Power Management Team. 

274.000 

CVP Power Customers (non-Federal) (274,000) 

0 

Continues to provide rapid return to service costs needed to restore any generator outage deemed 
economical using decision criteria developed by Reclamation staff and contributing power customers, 

100.000 

CVP Power Customers (non-Federal) (100,000) 

0 

Water Operations - Continues daily integrated operations scheduling for water deliveries from project 
facilities, flood control, water temperature control, and salinity control. 978,000 

State Water Wheeling Project - Continues conveyance of CVP water through State Water Project 
facilities to meet water delivery goal. 1 ,300,000 

Hydro met - Continues administration of cooperative agreements with the California Data F,xchange 
Center, California Department of Water Resources for maintaining the Hydromet System. Continues 
snow surveys in central valley watersheds. 499,000 

Flood Control Intelligence - Continues to coordinate flood control operations with the River Forecast 
Center and other participating agencies. Continues to provide support to the California Department of 
Water Resources Flood Data Committee. 1 7 1 ,000 

Central Valiev Automated Control System (CVACS) - Continues operation and maintenance of the 
CVACS installed in powerplants, dams, and the Joint Operations Center located in northern and central 
California. 1,700,000 

Central Valiev Operations Decision Support System (CVODSS) - Continues operation and maintenance 
of technology supporting complex analysis, planning and coordination needs of decision-makers 
managing limited natural water resources to meet statutory requirements while providing water deliveries, 
flood control, and reliable hydropower generation. 547,000 

Office Security Program - Continues security program for physical security measures, security guard 
contract costs, and video surveillance system maintenance. 596,000 

Subtotal, Facility Operations 8,022,000 

Facility Maintenance and Rehabilitation - 

CVACS - Continues equipment replacement and service of the supervisory control and data acquisition 
(SCADA) equipment and software in CVACS. The CVACS provides remote and local plant control for 
the generators, gates, outlet valves, and auxiliary equipment of the powerplants, dams, and temperature 
control devices as well as automated data exchange with Federal, State and local agencies. As facility 
equipment changes due to maintenance, replacement, or upgrades, the physical and cyber interfaces 
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CVP, Water and Power Operations 

between the SCADA system and equipment has to be upgraded in order to safely operate modified 
facility infrastructure. 386,000 

Continue to provide service to Reclamation Power Customers with updates and service to the CVACS 
and CVODSS systems. 638,000 

CVP Power Customers (non-Federal) 1638.000') 

0 


Subtotal, Facility Maintenance and Rehabilitation 


386.000 


Reclamation Request $9,891,000 

SEE APPENDIX EOR: Obligations by Function for Operating Projects 
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CVP, West San Joaquin Division 
San Luis Unit 

LOCATION: The West San Joaquin Division (Division) is located near Los Banos on the west side of 
the San Joaquin Valley, west of Fresno, California, in Fresno, Kings, and Merced counties, 

DESCRIPTION/JUSTIFICATION: This Division includes San Luis joint State-Federal facilities 
consisting of O'Neill Dam and Forebay, a zoned earthfill structure with a height of 87 feet, a crest length 
of 1 4,300 feet, and a capacity of 56,500 acre-feet (af) of water; B.F, Sisk (San Luis) Dam and Reservoir, a 
zoned earthfill structure 382 feet high, a crest length of 18,600 feet, and a reservoir capacity of 2,010,550 
af; Qianelli Pumping-Genemting Plant, with 8 pumping-generating units each with a capacity of 
63,000 horsepower as a motor and 53,000 kilowatts as a generator; Dos Amigos Pumping Plant, 
containing 6 pumping units, each capable of delivering 2,200 cubic feet per second (cfs); Los Banos and 
Little Panoche Detention Dam and Reservoirs; and the San Luis Canal fiom O'Neill Forebay to Kettleman 
City, a concrete-lined canal 102.5 miles long with a capacity ranging from 8,350 to 13,100 cfs; and 
necessary switchyard facilities. The Federal-only portion consists of O'Neill Pumping-Generating Plant 
and Intake Canal, 6 units with a discharge capacity of 700 eft, a rating of 6,000 horsepower, and a 
generating capacity of 4,200 kilowatts; Coalinga Canal, 1 1,6 miles long with an initial capacity of 
1,100 cfs; Pleasant Valley Pumping Plant, three 7,000-, three 3,500-, and three 1,250-horsepower units 
are used to deliver 1,185 cfs into the Coalinga Canal and 50 cfs to a distribution lateral; and the San Luis 
Drain, of which 85 miles has been completed. An integral part of the Central Valley Project (CVP), the 
unit delivers water and power supplies developed in the American River, Shasta, and Trinity River 
divisions to users located in the unit service area. The unit provides fish and wildlife benefits, recreation, 
and supplemental irrigation water to 651,000 acres, 26,500 af annually for municipal and industrial use, 
and generates 227,200 kilowatts of hydroelectric power. 

Reclamation consb ucted and owns a 102.5-mile section of the California Aqueduct, known as the San 
Luis Canal. It is operated and maintained by the California Department of Water Resources according to 
the agreement for the construction and operation of the joint-use facilities. The capital and annual costs 
are shared by Reclamation and California Department of Water Resources, 45 and 55 percent, 
respectively. The San Luis Canal crosses several drainages, running from the Diablo Range eastward to 
the San Joaquin Valley bottom. The major drainages are being addressed by other studies and actions. 
However, there are approximately 40 other drainages that enter the San Luis Canal via inlets and culverts. 
Ponds are formed against the San Luis Canal by approximately a dozen or more areas of drainage and 
local sheet flow from ephemeral storms. 

Status of die Drainage Alternatives - In 2001 in response to a District Court order to promptly provide 
drainage services. Reclamation submitted to the Court a Plan of Action outlining a schedule to complete a 
reevaluation of the CVP’s San Luis Unit drainage service alternatives and the associated Environmental 
Impact Statement (EIS). The Final EIS was completed in May, 2006, consistent with the Plan of Action 
filed with the Court. The Record of Decision (ROD) for the San Luis Drainage Feature Re-evaluation 
EIS was signed in March 2007. 

Reclamation has selected the In-Valley Water Needs Land Retirement Alternative as the alternative for 
implementation. The selected alternative would fulfill the requirements of a District Court Order and a 
Ninth Circuit Court of Appeals ruling that Reclamation has a statutory duty to provide drainage service to 
the San Luis Unit. Reclamation transmitted a Feasibility Report to Congress in July 2008. The 
Feasibility Report presented to the Congress the relative economic benefits of the drainage plan selected 
by Reclamation in the ROD and confirmed the need for new autliorizing legislation to increase the 
appropriations ceiling for funding beyond what was authorized by the San Luis Act (Act of June 3, 1960, 
74 Stat. 156) and to waive or defer repayment obligations of the project beneficiaries. 
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Cl'P, West San Joaquin Division, San Luis UnU 

In November 2009, Interior advised the Court that it would begin constiuction of a subunit of drainage 
facilities within Westlands WD. Commitments will be within the existing ceiling but are expected to 
allow construction of a fully functional self-sufficient subunit. Reclamation also continued analysis of an 
alternative proposal developed by certain districts in the SLU (non-federal alternative). Under this non- 
federal alternative, San Luis Unit districts would assume financial responsibility for providing drainage 
service within their service areas in a manner that is generally consistent with Reclamation’s plan, tlius 
relieving the federal government of that responsibility. The districts assert that they can accomplish the 
provision of drainage services for considerably less than the Federal appropriations anticipated to be 
needed for any of the in-valley alternatives addressed in the EIS. Reclamation anticipates that any 
proposed resolution will require Congressional approval. 

AUTHORIZATION: P.L. 86-488, San Luis Unit, Central Valley Project, June 3, 1960; and P.L. 95-46, 
San Luis Unit Study, June 15, 1977. 

PERFORMANCE INFORMATION: This project is aligned with the following Department of the 
Interior's Strategic Plan end outcome goal(s): Deliver Water Consistent with Applicable State and 
Federal law, in an Environmentally Responsible and Cost-Efficient Manner; Improve the Quality and 
Diversity of Recreation Experiences and Visitor Enjoyment on DOI Lands; and Sustain Biological 
Communities on DOI Managed and Influenced Lands and Waters Consistent with Obligations and State 
Law Regarding the Allocation and Use of Water. The intermediate outcome is Operate and Maintain a 
Safe and Reliable Water Infrastructure; Effective Water Management to Optimize Supply; and Improve 
Capacities to Provide Access for Recreation. The Activity Based Costing/Management alignment 
includes; 9C - Oversee/ Administer Water Service Contracts; 4H - Operate Dams/Water Storage 
Facilities; 4J - Operate Conveyance Facilities; 8E - Manage Project Lands; 8J - Enhance Water 
Supply; 4N - Construct Dams/Water Storage Facilities; G7 - Assess Resource Use Impacts; and 7P - 
Control Invasive Plants, 

COMPLETION DATA: As of September 30, 2009, the project was 75 percent complete. 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 


Program Financial Data 


Activity 

FY 2010 

FY2011 

Water and Energy Management and Development 

$2,430,000 

$8,005,000 

Land Management and Development 

337,000 

281,000 

Fish and Wildlife Management and Development 

104,000 

81,000 

Facility Operations 

5,209,000 

6,979,000 

Facility Maintenance and Rehabilitation 

70,000 

54,000 

Enacted/Request 

$8,150,000 

$15,400,000 

Non-Federal 

0 

0 

Prior Year Funds 

63,984 

0 

Total Program 

$8,213,984 

$15,400,000 

Prior Year Funds/Non-Federal 

(63,984) 

0 

Total Reclamation Allotment 

$8,150,000 

$15,400,000 
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CVP, West San Joaquin Division, San Luis Unit 


Total Cost Information 



Total 

Estimated Cost 

Total to 
9/30/09 

ARRA 

Funding 

FY2010 

FY2011 

Balance to 1 

Complete j 


$1,916,844,286 


$0 

$1,822,336 


$1,333,199,505 


265,635,157 

205,996,477 

0 

2,076,080 

0 

57,562,600 | 

mmmm 

$2,182,479,443 


$0 

$3,898,416 

i)l:mweinititi 



^ Includes $225,096,627 from the State of California for their share of the cost of the San Luis joint State- 
Federal water supply facilities. Costs of the joint State-Federal facilities are funded 55 percent State 
and 45 percent Federal. Costs include $8,109,487 for construction charges payable by Westlands Water 
District for that portion of the Westlands Distribution System used to deliver project water supplies to 
the Lemoore Naval Air Station. As provided by Section 2 of the Act of August 10, 1972 (P.L. 92- 
378), agricultural and grazing lease revenues fiom lands of the Lemoore Naval Air Station ate being 
used to provide repayment to the United States of construction charges attributable to such lands, which 
would have been applicable if the Federal government did not own such lands. Costs include 
$34,358,259 for the California Department of Water Resources, toward the State share of the 
cost of the joint State-Federal water supply facilities; $581,7 19 for the California Department 
of Water Resources, for the San Luis Dam Slide repairs; and $1,641,741 for the California 
Department of Paries and Recreation, for recreation facilities at the B.F. Sisk San Luis Reservoir, 

Los Banos Creek Detention Dam, San Luis Canal, and O'Neill Forebay recreation sites. A decrease of 
$4,152,676 is included for adjustments to consolidated expenditures and credits. FY2010 includes undelivered 
orders. 


CostAllocation_andJjlefhodolog^ 


Allocation 

FY2010 

FY2011 

Irrigation 

$1,428,040,000 

$1,453,019,000 

Municipal and Industrial Water 

157,177,000 

148,832,000 

Recreation 

7,169,000 

7,169,000 

Fish and Wildlife 

219,054,000 

209,679,000 

Flood Control 

101,972,000 

98,343.000 

Navigation 

7,374,000 

7,079,000 

State of California Share 

245,772.000 

245.556.000 

Archaeological Resources 

7,000 

7,000 

1 Highway Improvements 

1,383,000 

1,383,000 1 

Kesterson Cleanup 

6,800,000 

6,800,000 

Safety of Dams 

4,612,000 

4,612,000 

Total " 

$2,179,360,000 

$2,182,479,000 


Rounding adjustment of -$443 made for allocation purposes. 


METHODOLOGY: The operational and fmancial integration provision of the CVP authorization 
requires that the cost allocation, ratesetting, and repayment studies be performed for the total project 
rather than for individual divisions and units. In response to congressional requests for information on 
individual divisions and units, pro rata shares of the cost allocation for the total authorized project are 
shown for the individual divisions and units. Thus, the pro rata share of the project cost allocation shown 
for this division will change each time there is a change in the total estimated cost of the authorized CVP. 

The net increase of $3,1 19,000 includes an increase of $5,375,612 for San Luis Drainage Management 
Program due to current estimate of out year requirements for drainage services; $45,057 for Arroyo 
Pasajero Study; partially offset by a decrease of $1,109,502 for Arroyo Pasajero Design reevaluation of 
out year estimates for coixective action construction requirements; $1,1 92,000 for Cantua Creek Stream 
Group; and $167 for rounding adjustment. 
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2006 


CVP, West San Joaquin Division, San Luis Unit 

APPROPRIATION CEILING: Appropriations authorized for the Federal and joint-use facilities are 
$863,268,000 (October 2009).. The comparable Federal obligation is $1,912,633,000, which exceeds the 
ceiling by more than the amount of contingencies included in the obligation. Appropriate congressional 
committees will be advised of the ceiling status for this portion of the project. Legislation to provide 
additional appropriation ceiling will be needed to complete the project as authorized. Current 
commitments will be held within the existing ceiling. 

IMPACTS OF RECOVERY ACT FUNDING: The ARRA ftmding will allow for the retrofit of 
existing facilities to comply with the provisions of the Americans with Disabilities Act. 


WORK PROPOSED FOR 2011: 

Water and Energy Management and Development - 

Cantua Creek Design and Construction - Continues Reclamation’s support of the corrective construction 
actions to resolve flooding by the Cantua Creek Stream Group, which causes ponding of flood waters to a 
1 2-mile stretch of the California Aqueduct. This support is included in the Federal share of the San Luis 
joint-use facilities, as agreed to in the Joint-Agreement with California Department of Water Resources. 
These corrective actions may include raising levees, adding control structures, installing flood gates and 
acquiring easements. 70,000 

San Luis Canal Cross Drainage Inventory - Continues preparation of required reports to address the San 
Luis Canal cross drainage problems. 18,000 

Drainage Management Program - Continues Reclamation’s participation in the Grasslands Bypass Project 
(Project). The Project prevents discharge of subsurface t^cultural drainage water into wildlife refiiges 
and wetlands in central California. The drainage water is conveyed instead through a segment of the San 
Luis Drain to Mud Slough, a tributaiy of the San Joaquin River. Since implementation of the Project, all 
discharges of drainage water from the Grassland Drainage Area into wetlands and refuges have been 
eliminated. 

Reclamation will continue to undertake actions required under the implementation plan submitted to the 
Court in November 2009. Under this plan. Reclamation will, using its existing legal authorities, 
commence implementation of the 2007 Record of Decision, San Luis Drainage Feature Re-Evaluation. 
Pilot treatment technologies will be tested as part of the process of constructing fully functional, self- 
sustaining drainage service facilities in the Westlands Water District Area. This effort will fit within 
existing appropriations ceilings under the I960 San Luis Act. 

Continues support for implementation of the drainage management plan consisting of source control 
projects including groundwater pumping, drainage reuse, and drainage treatment and salt disposal 
projects. Continue to monitor the overall drainage implementation, through on-site drainage and 
water quality monitoring, data analysis and geographic site conditions, to make appropriate adjustments 
and to identify and develop specific projects to meet the environmental objectives of the plan. The overall 
plan of providing drainage service to the San Luis Unit (Unit) and adjacent areas is expected to continue 
for several years to fully implement a solution. A sustainable salt and water balance is needed to maintain 
sustainable agriculture in the Unit and the region. 7,302,000 

Water SMART/Contract Renewal/Marketing - Continues water resource management, development, and 
utilization of water supplies, administration and negotiation for the renewal of long-term water service 
contracts, and other arrangements related to the allocation, use, and distribution of water. 

251,000 
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2007 


CVP, West San Joaquin Division, San Luis Vnil 


Arroyo Pasaiero Design and Construction - Continues Reclamation support of the Federal share of 
construction-type activities for the San Luis joint-use facilities, as agreed to in tile Joint-Use Agreement 
with California Department of Water Resources. Continues Reclamation involvement only for oversight 
of the construction of the San Luis Canal cross drainage flooding problems from the Arroyo Pasajero. 

57,000 

National Environmental Policy Act (NEPAJ Compliance - Continues NEPA compliance for project 
activities as it pertains to the Division, in adherence to all federally-mandated requirements. 

116,000 

Groundwater/Water Measurement Quality Assiirance/Water Quality Monitoring and Reports - Continues 
the measurement and data collection of groundwater wells within various irrigation districts for use in 
preparation of an annual report which will be used to track the beneficial use of project water, analysis of 
impacts due to groundwater conjunctive use, groundwater modeling efforts, and oversees California 
Department of Water Resources water measurement program for quality assurance, 

191,000 


Subtotal, Water and Energy Management and Development $8,005,000 

Land Management and Development - 

Land Use Compliance - Continues day-to-day land management activities, complying with and 
administering taws and regulations, execution of agreements, contracts, out-grants or other agreements for 
the use and management of lands, and the protection of recreation facilities and land resources; and 
provide NEPA and Endangered Species Act (ESA) compliance in association with public requests to use 
or alter recreation lands and facilities. Continues land management activities associated with the 
hazardous materials program, which includes handling, storage, and disposal, 210,000 

Land Resource Protection - Continues development and implementation of resource protection plans for 
fire suppression, non-operational waste and hazardous materials management, and soil and moisture 
consei-vation. The primary goal of this activity is to protect public health and safety on non-operational 
land resources. 12,000 

Geographic Information System (GlSl Mapp ing - Continues development of GIS mapping and databases 
to provide current mapping of Reclamation lands and facilities within tlie Division. 

59,000 


Subtotal, Land Management and Development 281,000 

Fish and Wildlife Management and Development - Continues the Endangered Species Conservation 
Program to meet the habitat needs of special status species. Continues implementation of Biological 
Opinions for interim and long-term contract renewal, to ensure compliance with the ESA of 1973, as 
amended. Continues monitoring pest management activities on, in, or around the San Luis Canal for 
compliance with Federal and State environmental laws and regulations. 81,000 

Facility Operations - 

Emergency Management - Continues emergency management activities for high and significant hazard 
dams, which include table top and functional exercises of the emergency action plan for B.F. Sisk, 
O’Neill, Los Banos and Little Panoche Dams on a three-year cycle with San Luis funding. 

10,000 
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2008 


CVP, West San Joaquin Division, San Luis Unit 


San Luis Joint-Use Facilities fO&M'i - Continues O&M activities for the San Luis joint-use facilities, 
which includes the B.F. Sisk (San Luis) Dam and Reservoir, Gianelli Pumping/ Generating Plant and 
switchyard, as agreed to in the Joint-Use Agreement with the California State Department of Water 
Resources, Increase is due to funding needed for the butterfly valve replacement at the Gianelli Plant and 
for improvements in communications system. 


6,822,000 


Kesterson Reservoir - Continues the monitoring and evaluation at Kesterson Reservoir, complying with 
applicable State and regional board orders relative to the former reservoir. 

135,000 

Weed Control - Continues tlie program to control or eradicate aquatic weeds, including hydrilla, so that 
the facility operations are not impeded and tlie ability to deliver water and meet contracts is not hampered. 

12,000 


Subtotal, Facility Operations 6,979,000 

Facility Maintenance and Rehabilitation - Continues inspections and facility modifications to meet 
Federal accessibility standards. 54,000 

Reclamation Request $15,400,000 

SEE APPENDIX FOR: Benefit Cost Ratios as of October 1, 2010 
Land Certification 

Obligations by Function for Operating Projects 

Project Repayment FY 201 1 

Status of NEPA Compliance 

Status of Water Service and Repayment Contracts 

Summary of Irrigation Investment 

Note: San Luis Unit, West San Joaquin Division, B.F. Sisk Dam is currently undergoing a safety of dams 
modification - see the Dam Safety Program listed under the Bureauwide Programs. 
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CVP, Yield FeasibiHty Investigation 

LOCATION: Central Valley Region, in California along the Sacramento and San Joaquin River basins. 

DESCRIPTION/JUSTIFICATION: The Least-Cost Centra! Valley Project Yield Increase Plan 
submitted to Congress in July 1996 identifies options to increase the yield of the Central Valley Project 
(CVP). These water supply and demand reduction options include land fallowing, conservation, modified 
operations, conjunctive use, water reuse, surface storage, conveyance, and other options. Because of the 
effects of dedicated CVP yield for fish and wildlife purposes under the Central Valley Project 
Improvement Act (CVPIA), San Francisco Bay-Delta water quality standards, and Endangered Species Act 
requirements, there is a need to improve water supply flexibility north and south of the Delta, and the water 
quality and water supply needs of the Delta. This includes water supply replacement, conservation, 
transfers, and other efficiency measures, which will minimize adverse effects upon the existing CVP water 
contractors incurred as a result of the dedication of the 800,000 acre-feet of project yield, as required by 
the CVPIA. In collaboration with CALFED’s Bay-Delta activities, alternatives will be developed and 
evaluated. 

AUTHORIZATION: P.L. 102-575, Title XXXIV, Section 3408G), Central Valley Project 
Improvement Act of 1992, October 30, 1992, P.L. 108-361, Water Supply Reliability and Environmental 
Improvement Act. 

PERFORMANCE INFORMATION: This project is aligned with the following Department of the 
Interior's Strategic Plan end outcome goalfs): Deliver Water Consistent with Applicable State and 
Federal law, in an Environmentally Responsible and Cost-Efficient Manner. The intermediate outcome 
is Effective Water Management to Optimize Supply. The Activity Based Costing/Management alignment 
includes 22 - Plan for Water and Related Resource Use. 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 


Program Financial Data 


1 Activity 

FY2010 

FY2011 

1 Water and Energy Management and Development 

$427,000 

$448,000 

Enacted/Request 

$427,000 

$448,000 

Non-Federal 

0 

0 

1 Prior Year Funds 

24,152 

0 

Total Program 

$451,152 

$448,000 

1 Prior Year Funds/Non-Federal 

-24,152 

0 

iTotal Reclamation Allotment 

$427,000 

$448,000 


COST-SHARING: Federal funding of the investigation is 100 percent. Should projects be constructed, 
we anticipate that costs of the study will be part of the overall cost-share package subject to repayment by 
beneficiaries. The results of the investigation will include recommendations on appropriate cost-sharing by 
non-Federal partners for implementation. 

WORK PROPOSED FOR FY 2011: 

Water and Energy Management and Development - Continues various integrated resources planning 
efforts to address water management issues and opportunities in the various geographic regions of the 
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2010 


CVP, Yield Feasibility Invesligaiion 


CVP. Continues work on water supply benefit and cost-allocation strategy for water supply projects 
considered under the CVP Yield Program and other initiatives. 

Continues the coordination and technical studies necessary to ensure CVP Yield benefits are effectively 
evaluated during feasibility investigations for water supply opportunities identified in the supplements to 
the Least-Cost CVP Yield Increase Plan. Reclamation’s participation in conjunctive use, groundwater 
banking opportunities, and investigation of other options for improving water supply reliability through 
coordination with Federal and State agencies, water and irrigation districts, municipalities, environmental 
groups, and other stakeholders will be continued. The impacts of climate change on agricultural, urban 
and environmental water uses will be addressed for each of the CVP Divisions through continuation of the 
CVP Integrated Resource Plan (CVP IRP) study,. The results of these studies will be used to develop and 
prioritize adaptation str ategies and presented in planning reports and technical memoranda to support 
eongressional authorization and/or appropriations. $448,000 

Reclamation Request $448,000 
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2011 


Endangered Species Recovery Implementation 
LOCATION; Central Valley, Sacramento and San Joaquin River basins. 

DESCRIPTION/JUSTIFICATION: This Program provides for the Central Valley Project Conservation 
Program (CVPCP). This is one of a number of programs initiated as part of an effort by Reclamation and 
the Fish and Wildlife Service to address impacts on listed species which have resulted from past and 
continuing actions related to tlie operation and maintenance of the Central Valley Project (CVP), 
implementation of the Central Valley Project Improvement Act, Endangered Species Act (ESA) Section 
7(a) (1) activities, and other related issues. The CVPCP was established during ESA, Section 7 
consultations for CVP contract renewals and the Operation Criteria and Plan. The Program uses a pro- 
active and adaptive management approach to develop and implement measures that directly address 
conservation needs of endangered and threatened species and critical habitat. Since 1997, the CVPCP has 
funded over 90 projects, which have contributed toward the permanent protection and/or reduction of over 
99,000 acres of sensitive habitats, which will assist in the recovery of listed species impacted by the CVP. 

AUTHORIZATION: P. L. 93-205, Endangered Species Act of 1973, Section 7(a) (1). December 28, 
1973, as amended; P.L, 102-575, Title XXXIV, Central Valley Project Improvement Act of 1992, October 
30, 1992. 

COMPLETION DATA: Not applicable. This is an ongoing program that will continue as long as 
conservation measures are needed. 

PERFORMANCE INFORMATION: This project is aligned with the following Department of the 
Interior's Strategic Plan end outcome goal(s); Deliver Water Consistent with Applicable State and 
Federal law in an Environmentally Responsible and Cost-Efficient Manner. The intermediate outcome is 
Operate and Maintain a Safe and Reliable Water Infrastructure. The Activity Based 
Costing/Management aligmnent includes 8K - Implement Environmental Recommendations. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 


PTOgramFinanciaI_Da^ 


Activity 

FY 2010 

FY2011 

Fish and Wildlife Management and Development 

$1,761,000 

$1,717,000 

Enacted/Request 

$1,761,000 

$1,717,000 

Non-Federal 

0 

0 

Prior Year Funds 

13,345 

0 

Total Program 

$1,774,343 

$1,717,000 

Prior Year Funds/Non-Federal 

(13,345) 

0 

Total Reclamation Allotment 

$1,761,000 

$1,717,000 
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2012 


Endangered Species Recovery Implementation 

WORK PROPOSED FOR FY 2011: 

Fish and Wildlife Management and Development - Continues restoration, management, and various 
surveys for endangered and threatened species and critical habitat in areas affected by the CVP. Continues 
acquisition of fee title and/or conservation easement of riparian, vernal pool, chaparral, serpentine soil, and 
alkali scrub habitat. Continues restoration of riparian and other CVP impacted habitats; study and surveys 
of CVP impacted listed species as well as monitoring of captive breeding and reintroduction of riparian 
brush rabbits; and development of management plans using results of long-term surveys for listed species. 

Reclamation Request $1,717,000 
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Klamath Dam Removal Study 

LOCATION: The Klamath Dam Removal Study is located in the vicinity of the Oregon-California 
border in Oregon's Klamath County and California’s Siskiyou and Modoc counties. 

DESCRIPTION/JUSTIFICATION: The Klamatli Dam Removal and Sedimentation Study are being 
conducted as a result of negotiations initiated in 2005 and completed in 2010 regarding restoration of the Klamath 
River. Study results will be used to inform a Secretarial Determination to decide if removing PacifiCorp's four 
dams on the lower Klamath River below the Federal Project is in the public interest and advances restoration of 
the Klamath River fisheries. Consideration will be given to the liabilities, environmental risks, and effects on 
downstream resources resulting from dam removal. This includes studying and determining how to manage the 
content and volume of sediment trapped behind the dams, and addressing environmental compliance requirements 
under tlie National Environmental Policy Act. 

The Klamath Basin Restoration Agreement (Restoration Agreement) is the result of regionally-based 
negotiations that have been on-going since early 2005 between the Department of the Interior (primarily 
Reclamation and the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service), the Department of Commerce (NOAA Fisheries), 
the State of California (several agencies), the State of Oregon (primarily the Governor’s Office), four 
Indian Tribes, three Counties; various on- and off-project agricultural groups, and a coalition of 
environmental groups. The Restoration Agreement includes multiple components one of which is the 
decommissioning and removal of four privately-owned hydropower plants on the Klamath River. 

The Klamath Hydroelectric Settlement Agreement (Settlement Agreement) negotiations were completed 
in 2010 by the parties above in response to the commitment in the Hydropower Agreement in Principle 
(AP). The AIP is a November 2008 non-binding agreement between PacifiCorp, the Department of 
Interior and the States of Oregon and California. The Settlement Agreement describes the supporting 
analysis required for the Secretarial Detennination of whether the facilities will benefit the fisheries and 
will otheiwise be in the public interest. The supporting analysis required includes the cost estimate of 
facilities removal, tlie identification and management of risks and of foreseeable liabilities, the 
environmental effects of facilities removal, the impacts on local and Tribal communities, and an 
economic analysis. The studies informing the Secretaidal Determination must be completed no later than 
November 2011. 

AUTHORIZATION: The Reclamation Act of 1902, (32 Stat. 388) dated June 17, 1 902. 

PERFORMANCE INFORMATION: This project is aligned with the following Department of the 
Interior 's Strategic Plan end outcome goals: Deliver Water Consistent with Applicable State and Federal 
Law, in an Environmentally Responsible and Cost-Efficient Manner. The intermediate outcome is 
Effective Water Management to Optimize Supply. The Activity Based Costing/Management alignment 
includes 22 - Plan for Water and Related Resource Use. 
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Klamath Dam Removal Study 

SUMMAMZED FINANCIAL DATA 


Program Financial Data 


1 Activity 

FY 2010 

FY2011 1 

1 Water and Energy Management and Development 

$1,897,000 

$5,000,000 

1 Enacted/Request 

$1,897,000 

$5,000,000 ! 

1 Non-Federal 

0 

0 

1 Prior Year Funds 

0 

0 I 

1 Total Program 

$1,897,000 

$5,000,000 j 

1 Prior Year Funds/Non-Federal 

0 

0 : 

1 Total Reclamation Allotment 

$1,897,000 

$5,000,000 


IMPACTS OF RECOVERY ACT FUNDING: ARRA funding received for the Klamath River 
Sedimentation Studies and Dam Removal Studies is not for construction. ARRA funds of $7 million are 
being used for General Planning Studies and Environmental Documentation. 

WORK PROPOSED FOR FV 2011: 

Water and Energy Management and Development - 

Klamath Dam Removal Study - Continues study and associated environmental compliance to determine 
the economic costs and benefits and environmental consequences of removing four privately-owned 
hydroelectric dams on the Klamath River which are a primary focus of the Restoration Agreement. As 
the stady of the Klamath Dam Removal project progresses, a fuller understanding of the remainder of 
work required to complete this study will be gained. Increase in funding is to expedite and complete the 
joint study with Reclamation and the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service prior to the Secretarial Determination 
by March 31, 2012. 

Reclamation Request $5,000,000 
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2015 


Klamath Project 

LOCATION: The Klamath Project (Project) is located on the Oregon-California border in Oregon's 
Klamath County and California's Siskiyou and Modoc counties. 

DESCRIPTION/JUSTIFICATION: This project includes: Clear Lake Dam and Reservoir, a roller 
compacted concrete structure with a height of 42 feet, a crest length of 840 feet, and a capacity of 527,000 
acre-feet (af); Gerber Dam and Reservoir, a concrete arch stmeture 84.5 feet in height, a crest length of 
485 feet, and a capacity of 94,000 af; Link River Dam, a reinforced concrete slab structure 22-feet high, a 
crest length of 435 feet, and a capacity of 873,000 af; Lost River Diversion Dam, a horseshoe shaped ai'ch 
concrete stmeture 42-feet high, and a crest length of 675 feet; Anderson-Rose Dam, a reinforced concrete 
slab and buttress structure with a height of 23 feet and a crest length of 324 feet; Malone Diversion Dam, 
an earth embankment with a concrete gate structure with a height of 32 feet and a crest length of 5 1 5 feet; 
Miller Diversion Dam, a concrete weir, removable crest, and earth embankment wing structure with a 
height of 10 feet and a crest length of 290 feet; and the 8-mile-long Lost River Diversion Channel which 
carries excess water to the Klamath River and supplies additional irrigation water for the reclaimed lake 
bed of Tide Lake by reverse flow from the Klamatli River; 2 tunnels; 37 pumping plants; 185 miles of 
canals; and over 728 miles of drains, including the Klamath Straits Drain, which provides irrigation water 
to approximately 225,000 acres and reduces flows into the reclaimed portions of Tule Lake and the 
restricted Tule Lake sumps in the Tule Lake National Wildlife Refuge. 

The Klamath project addresses place based activities to include the restoration of the fishery in the 
Klamath River, with the ability to move fish upsti'eam of the four privately-owned hydroelectric dams on 
the river. In the short term, measurable outcomes could include restoration along tributary streams to the 
Klamath River including the Scott, Shasta, and Salmon Rivers. These streams provide opportunities to 
improve spawning areas and to increase the amount of cold water that runs off to the Klamath River. 

Reclamation operates the Klamath Project to meet multiple obligations including providing water for 
irrigation and wildlife refuges, avoiding jeopardy to endangered and threatened species, and in 
furtherance of its tribal trust obligations. 

AUTHORIZATION: The Reclamation Act of 1902, (32 Stat. 388) dated June 17, 1902; 

P.L. 104-208, Oregon Resource Conservation Act of 1996, September 30, 1996; and P.L. 106-498, 
Klamath Basin Water Supply Enhancement Act of 2000, November 9, 2000. 

PERFORMANCE INFORMATION: This project is aligned with the following Department of the 
Interior ’s Strategic Plan end outcome goals: Deliver Water Consistent with Applicable State and Federal 
Law, in an Environmentally Responsible and Cost-EfFicient Manner. The intermediate outcome is 
Operate and Maintain a Safe and Reliable Water Infrastructure, Effective Water Management to Optimize 
Supply, and Complete Construction Projects to Increase Delivery Infrastructure & Water Availability. 

The Activity Based Costing/Management alignment includes 4H - Operate Dams/Water Storage 
Facilities, 4J - Operate Conveyance Facilities, 4M - Maintain Water Conveyance Facilities, 8E - Manage 
Project Lands, 8K - Implement Environmental Recommendations, 5C - Maintain Building, 9D - Provide 
Additional Water to Meet Various Needs, 8J - Enhance Water Supply, and N5 - Conduct Water Resource 
Development Studies. 
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2016 


Klamath Project 

PERFORMANCE INFORMATION: 



The Klamath Basin Water Supply Enhancement Act of 2000 (PL 106-498) authorized and directed the 
Secretary of the Interior to engage in feasibility studies to help meet the growing water supply needs. 
Through outreach efforts, Reclamation identified 96 options for increasing water supplies and improving 
water quality in the Klamath River Basin. The Klamath Basin Water Supply Initiative team 
recommended 26 options for further study. Studies include improving water quality, the development of 
additional groundwater supplies to improve water quantity and quality, water storage, and water 
conservation. 

The above bar graph indicates the amount of funds obligated from FY 2006 through FY 2009 and 
requested from FY 2010 through FY 201 1 for the Water Supply Enhancement Act studies. The diamonds 
depict how many studies have been completed from FY 2006 trough FY 2009. The ti'iangles identify 
the estimated number of studies to be completed from FY 2010 through FY 2011. The projection can 
change any year due to the findings of each study. 

In FY 2008, the Klamath Project continued with six reconnaissance level studies while adding an 
investigation of Long Lake Valley at the appraisal level. The Initial Alternatives Information Report 
(lAIR) was completed and submitted to Mid-Pacific Region for review. The lAIR discusses which 
options failed to meet the screening criteria for additional water supply and storage and which options at 
the reconnaissance or sub-appraisal level require additional study. The water conservation study on 
enclosing open canals with pipe yielded a 3,936 acre-feet savings in FY 2008. 
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2017 


Klamath Project __________ 

The studies in FY 2010 include appraisal and feasibility studies of Long Lake Valley Pumped Storage 
Facility, reconnaissance level at White Line, and a study for construction of intermediate regulating and 
supplementary storage reservoirs along main canals. 

It is the Project’s goal to conclude all Klamath Basin Water Supply Enhancement Act investigations of 
the Klamath Basin Water Supply Initiative by FY 2012. 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 


Program Financial Data 


Activity 

FY 2010 

FY2011 1 

Water and Energy Management and Development 

$11,614,000 

$10,313,000 1 

Land Management and Development 

750,000 

750,000 1 

Fish and Wildlife Management and Development 

7,152,000 

7,750,000 

Facility Operations 

1,661,000 

1,637,000 1 

Facilities Maintenance and Rehabilitation 

2,590,000 

2,050,000 

Enacted/Request 

$23,767,000 

$22,500,000 

Non-Federal 

135,000 

135,000 

Prior Year Funds 

756,706 

0 

Total Program 

$24,658,706 

$22,635,000 ! 

Prior Year Funds/Non-Federal 

(891,706) 

(135,000) 

Total Reclamation Allotment 

$23,767,000 

$22,500,000 


WORK PROPOSED FOR FY 2011: 

Water and Energy Management and Development - 

Klamath Straits Drain - Continues implementing a potential settlement of the Straits Drain lawsuit. 
Continues National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) evaluation for further actions to mitigate for water 
quality impacts due to return flows from the Klamatli Straits Drain to the Klamath River. 

350,000 

Water Resources Initiative - Continues studies authorized under the Water Resource Initiative and the 
Water Supply Enhancement Act of 2000 (P.L. 106-498) to analyze options for increasing water supplies 
and improving water quality in the Klamath River Basin. The focus will be the on-going planning and 
investigations of the benefits and reasonableness of constructing and operating the Long Lake Valley off- 
stream storage project. Decrease in funding is due to reduced level of analysis in Long Lake Valley. 

4,000,000 

Water Supply Enhancement Study tWSESI (formerly combined with Water Resources Initiative titled 
Water Bank! - Continues to increase the quantity of water available for endangered fish species by 
reducing Project water delivery requirements. Between FY 2003 and FY 2007 the Klamath Basin Area 
Office studied the utility of a pilot water bank to fulfill the requirements of a National Marine Fisheries 
Service Biological Opinion. These studies found idling land produced small amounts of additional water 
late in the irrigation season. Groundwater pumping, groundwater substitution, and forbearance of use of 
surface water produced additional supply, however impacts to the water table indicate these methods 
should only be used on a temporaiy basis during time of drought. Long-term viability of this method for 
drought impact reduction depends on reducing the costs. Reclamation started work with the Klamath 
Water Users Association to study cost reductions achieved through paifnering efforts in FY 2008 and 
continuing through FY 2013. 
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Klamath Pi gleet 

The WSES reduces the potential for shortage of water deliveries to the Project. 

4,000,000 

Water Conservation - Continues activities funded in cooperation with Reclamation contractors, which 
include, but are not limited to, the development of Water Conservation Plans, technical assistance, 
demonstration projects, grants, cooperative agreements, partnerships, and irrigation efficiency 
improvements. These activities identity inefficiencies in water distribution and implement opportunities 
for water savings. 750,000 

Klamath Project Operations Planning - Continues the development of both annual plan for project 
operation and continued planning and compliance activities. The duration of this activity will be affected 
by the adjudication of Klamath River water rights once completed by the State of Oregon and 
implementation of a multi-party Klamath River Restoration Agreement. The adjudication is currently 
scheduled to conclude in FY 2018 and a decision on the Restoration Agreement is scheduled for FY 
2012. The plan will provide guiding principles and direction for water uses for Endangered Species Act 
(ESA), Indian Trust, and imigation contracts. Interrelated planning and activities regarding development 
and implementation of the Klamath Restoration Agreement will require significant involvement by 
Reclamation to ensure minimum effects on Project operation. 

856,000 

Water Rights Administration - Continues Reclamation’s representation of interests in the adjudication 
process. The State of Oregon is adjudicating the Klamath River system, including Project water rights. 
Activities associated with justifying and defending Reclamation’s water right will continue until the 
process is complete. 330,000 

Water Quality Monitoring - Continues water quality monitoring and quality assurance programs. 

Programs include coordination of laboratory services, preparation of samples, data validation, data 
management, and summai 7 reports. Data is used to make decisions regarding the effects of Project 
operations and activities on endangered fish, wildlife refuges, and other resources. 

27.000 

Subtotal, Water and Energy Management and Development $10,313,000 

Land Management and Development - 

Land Management/Inventorv/Disposal - Continues Reclamation’s management of nearly 30,000 acres of 
land. Approximately 1,200 miles of federally-owned rights-of-way are managed to control trespass and 
usage for easements, conveyance, and winter water. The land, which includes farmland, is leased and 
generally generates nearly $2 million dollars of income that is returned to the Reclamation Fund. 
Continues review of lands owned by the United States for trespass and compliance with hazardous 
material laws and regulations. $750,000 

Fish and Wildlife Management and Development - 

Klamath Basin Fish Passage - ESA - Continues the planning, design, technical assistance, and 
construction activities to reduce entrainment into irrigation diversions and, where feasible, restore river 
connectivity to allow fish to effectively migrate above irrigation dams. The ESA consultation on river 
operations requires improvement to upstream and downstream fish passage conditions for suckers and 
salmon. Increase is due to increased funding schedule to meet program requirements. 

875.000 
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Klamath Project 

Klamath Basin Watershed Restoration Program (fomerlv ESA Recovery Implementation - Con seryalign 
Implementation Program) - Continues partnering with other state and federal entities to rank and prioritize 
proposals for tesearch, restoration, and monitoring efforts to improve conditions and population status of 
threatened and endangered species. 1 ,500,000 

ESA Requirements fCompliancel - Continues ESA compliance activities recommended by Biological 
Opinions (suckers and coho salmon). Continues research and population monitoring; increasing and 
building knowledge and application of emerging science to restore fish populations, thereby increasing 
consistency of water delivery to the Project. 5,000,000 

Native American Affairs - Continues govemment-to-govemment coordination to meet Reclamation tribal 
trust responsibilities, and annual planning of the Project operations with four Klamath Basin tribes. 

125.000 

Chiloouin Dam - Continues post-dam removal monitoring (biological and sediment) studies as needed. 

250.000 


Subtotal, Fish and Wildlife Management and Development 


7,750,000 


Facility Operations - 

Klamath Basin Area Office Facility Operations & Maintenance (O&M) - Continues O&M of office 
facilities. Reclamation will maintain its facilities to assure continued ability to manage its administrative, 
fish evaluation, water quality and other such functions. 250,000 

Security Issues - Continues O&M of an updated security system for Reclamation-owned project office 
facilities and A-Canal Headworks. 94,000 

Miscellaneous O&M - Continues O&M of Project radio and SCADA systems. Communications and 
control of facilities allows more effective use of personnel. 89,000 

RecerveH Works - Continues routine operation and preventive maintenance and repairs of Gerber, Clear 
Lake, Link River, Wilson-Lost River Diversion Dams, Lost River Improved Channels, P-Canal System, 
Pumping Plants, and the Klamath Straits Drain System. These facilities alsp provide irrigation water, Md 
control of waters necessary to meet Tribal Trust and ESA obligations. The reimbursement from irrigation 
districts has increased steadily through the past few years. 765,000 

Non-Federal (Irrigation Districts) (135,000 ) 

630,000 

Lease Land Operations - Continues operations for the delivery of irrigation water, maintenance of 
systems, and lease activities. Facilities located in lease Area K must be maintained and water and 
drainage service provided to these project lands. Lands are within the refuge and are important for 
waterfowl and farm income. 574,000 


Subtotal, Facility Operations 


1,637,000 


Facilities Maintenance and Rehabilitation - 

Gerber Dam - Continues extraordinary repairs necessary to maintain serviceability of the structure for 
water storage and delivery. Significant spawling of the concrete face and crest of the dam has caused loss 
of cover to rebar within the dam possibly leading to a loss of structural stability. 

1,500,000 
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Klamath Project 

Facility Maintenance and Rehabilitation - Begins major replacement, repairs, and additions to the current 
facilities in order to maintain water deliveries and storage capability. 500,000 

Review O&M Program Examinations - Continues review of Reclamation facilities and preparation of 
reports for those reviews. 50,000 

Subtotal, Facilities Maintenance and Rehabilitation 2,050,000 

Reclamation Request $22,500,000 
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Lahontan Basin Project 

(Humboldt, Newlands, Truckee Storage, and Washoe Projects) 

LOCATION: The Lahontan Basin Project (Project) is located in western Nevada, in the counties of 
Churchill, Pershing, Washoe, Storey, Douglas and Lyon and in east-central California in Alpine, Sierra, 
Nevada, Placer, and El Dorado counties. 

DESCRIPTION/JUSTIFICATION: With headquarters in Carson City, Nevada’s capital, Lahontan 
Basin Area Office (Office) has responsibility for the Western Great Basin with a focus on about 80,000 
square miles in Nevada and eastern California. The area extends eastward from the Truckee, Carson, and 
Walker River drainages on tlie eastern slope of the Sierra Nevada range and covers much of northern and 
central Nevada. 

The Office is responsible for four Reclamation projects: the Newlands Project, which includes Lake 
Tahoe Dam and Reservoir, Derby Diversion Dam, and Lahontan Dam and Reservoir; the Washoe Project, 
which includes Stampede Dam and Reservoir, Prosser Creek Dam and Reservoir, Derby Dam Fish 
Passage, Marble Bluff Dam, and Pyramid Lake Fishway; the Truckee Storage Project, which includes 
Boca Dam and Reservoir; and the Humboldt Project, which includes Rye Patch Dam and Reservoir. 

AUTHORIZATION: The Reclamation Act of 1902, June 17, 1902 (authorized by the Secretary of tlie 
Interior on March 14, 1903); P.L. 69-284, The Omnibus Adjustment Act, May 25, 1926; P.L. 84-858, The 
Washoe Project Act, August 1, 1956, as amended by P.L. 85-706, August 21, 1958;andP,L. 101-618, 

The Fallon-Paiute Shoshone Indian Tribes Water Rights Settlement Act of 1 990, Title I and Title II, 
Truckee-Carson-Pyramid Lake and Water Rights Settlement Act, November 1 6, 1 990, 

PERFORMANCE INFORMATION: This project is aligned with the following Department of the 
Interior ’s Strategic Plan end outcome goal(s): Deliver Water Consistent with Applicable State and 
Federal Law, in an Environmentally Responsible and Cost-Efficient Manner (Water), and Manage or 
Influence Resource Use to Enhance Public Benefit, Responsible Development and Economic 
Value(Energy - Hydropower). The intermediate outcome is Operate and Maintain a Safe and Reliable 
Water Infrastructure, and Effective Water Management to Optimize Supply. The Activity Based 
Costing/Management alignment includes 4H - Operate Dams/Water Storage Facilities, 4J - Operate 
Conveyance Facilities, 5A - Maintain Dams/Water Storage Facilities, 4M - Maintain Water Conveyance 
Facilities, 8E - Manage Project Lands, 8K - Implement Environmental Recommendations, 22 - Plan for 
Water and Related Resource Use, 9C - Oversee/Administer Water Service Contracts, Enhance Water 
Supply, 8J- Enhance Water Supply, 4P - Maintain Hydropower Facilities, and 7P - Control Invasive 
Plants. 
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Lahontan Basin Project 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 


Program Financial Data 


Activity 

FY 2010 

FY20I1 

1 Water and Energy Management and Development 

$2,854,000 

$2,528,000 1 

Land Management and Development 

1,638,000 

1,528,000 1 

Facility Operations 

2,219,000 

2,394,000 

Facility Maintenance and Rehabilitation 

220,000 

273,000 

Enacted/Request 

$6,931,000 

$6,723,000 

Non-Federal 

180,000 

180,000 

Prior Year Funds 

2,291,616 

0 

Total Program 

$9,402,616 

$6,903,000 

Prior Year Funds/Non-Federal 

(2,471,616) 

(180,000) 

Total Reclamation Allotment 

$6,931,000 

$6,723,000 


WORK PROPOSED FOR FY 201 1 : 

Wafer and Energy Management and Development - 

Prosser Creek Bypass Enlargement - Continues planning effort to rebuild the outlet works at Prosser Creek 
to provide minimum flows for implementation of Truckee River Operating Agreement. 

9,000 

Operating Criteria and Procedures I'OCAPl Compliance - Continues OCAP for the Newlands Project to 
minimize the use of tlie Truckee River and maximize the use of the Carson River. Implementation includes; 
verifying that only water-righted lands are irrigated, confinning that water rights acquired for the wetlands 
are eligible for transfer, and determining when the Truckee-Carson Irrigation District is eligible to divert 
Truckee River water to the Project. This regulatory effort provides substantial benefits for the threatened 
and endangered fish species in the lower Truckee River and Pyramid Lake, located within the Pyramid Lake 
Indian Reservation. 1,215,000 

Truckee River Operating Agreement (TROAl - Continues to perform a key role in the implementation of 
TROA, which is designed to honor existing water rights decrees and at the same time operate the Federal 
and private reservoirs on the river in concert to provide multiple benefits to Truckee River interests 
including cities, fishery and recreational interests and the Pyramid Lake Paiute Tribe. Extraordinaiy costs 
continue to be incurred for litigation and appeals of the Final Environmental Impact Statements and 
Environmental Assessments, Federal Rule, and modification to existing decrees. The office of TROA 
Administrator is expected to be established by court order and Reclamation will be responsible for 40 
percent of those costs. 1,148,000 

Contract Administration - Continues to provide contract administration for tlie United States Bureau of 
Reclamation and Tiuckee-Carson Irrigation District. 1 56,000 

Subtotal, Water and Energy Management and Development $2,528,000 

Land Management and Development - 

Newlands Project Resource Management Plan (RMPl - Continues development of a RMP for improved 
management of associated resources for the Newlands Project. Funds will also be used to identify 
Reclamation lands that are no longer necessary for Project purposes and to restore any excess withdrawn 
lands to public domain. 167,000 
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Lahontan Basin Project 

T.and Management - Continues the administration of 425,000 acres of land including activities dealing 
with monitoring, grazing leases, utility crossings, encroachments, easements, abandonments, etc. Funds 
will also be used to identify Reclamation lands that are determined to be in trespass and undertake 
remedial activities. 553,000 

Geographic Infonnation System (GIS) - Continues to build and update maps and records of Reclamation 
facilities, lands, and rights-of-way in a GIS database. 381,000 

Hazardous Waste Management/Lands tnventorv/Removal and Disposal - Continues to inventory 
Newlands project lands and rights-of-way to ensure project lands are in compliance with Federal, State, 
and local hazardous waste laws and regulations and removal/disposal activities of Reclamation witlidrawn 
land. 335,000 

Humboldt Project Title Transfer - Continues compliance work for Section 106 of the National Historic 
Preservation Act. The development of surveys and evaluation for approximately 23,600 acres of land in 
the Battle Mountain Pasture will be completed. 92,000 

Subtotal, Land Management and Development 1,528,000 

Facility Operations - 

Oversight of Water Conveyance - Continues oversight of the Newlands project water conveyance system 
to ensure compliance with tire operation and maintenance (O&M) agreement with the Truckee-Carson 
Irrigation District, oversight of water conveyance systems, O&M of irrigation and drainage systems, and 
oversight of delivery and drainage systems for the Fallon Indian Reservation. 

505.000 

Stampede Dam and Reservoir - Continues operation and maintenance of the dam which provides storage 
of fisheries water dedicated to recovering the endangered cui-ui fish and the threatened Lahontan 
cutthroat trout. Continues to provide flood control storage, storage of municipal and industrial drought 
protection water for Reno and Sparks, and reservoir based fisheries and recreation benefits. 

433.000 

Truckee Meadows Water Authority (non-Federal) (180,000) 

253.000 


Stampede Powerplant - Continues O&M of the powerplant. The powerplant provides power for the 
operation of project works including the Lahontan National Fish Hatchery and Marble Bluff Dam and 
Fishway. 362,000 

Prosser Creek Dam - Continues O&M of the dam. The dam provides flood control storage, storage of 
water for the benefit of the endangered cui-ui fish and Lahontan cutthroat trout, and reservoir based 
fisheries and recreation benefits. 334,000 

Water Measurement and Gauging Program - Continues to operate and maintain water-gauging stations 
and make current meter measurements in support of the Operating Criteria and Procedures for the 
Newlands Reclamation Project, Nevada. 241,000 

Lake Tahoe Dam - Continues O&M of the dam. The dam regulates the outflow of Lake Tahoe to the 
Truckee River. 312,000 
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Lahontan Basin Project 

Marble Bluff Fish Facility - Continues operation and annual maintenance of the Marble Bluff Fish 
Facility located adjacent to Marble Bluff Dam. 201,000 

Marble Bluff Dam - Continues O&M of Marble Bluff Dam which provides spawning passage for the 
endangered cui-ui fish and threatened Lahontan cutthroat trout residing in Pyramid Lake. 

186,000 


Subtotal, Facility Operations 2,394,000 

Facilities Maintenance and Rehabilitation - 

Replacements. Additions and Extraordinary Maintenance (RAXI - Continues RAX activities at Stampede 
and Prosser Creek dams and Stampede Povverplant. Activities include analysis of penstock supports, 
cavitation pitting on gates, removal of driftwood, and updating plant standard operating procedures. 

273.000 

Reclamation Request $6,723,000 
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Lake Tahoe Regional Development Program 

LOCATION: This project is located around Lake Tahoe between the Carson and Sierra Nevada 
Mountain ranges on the California/Nevada border. 

DESCWPTION/JUSTIFICATION: Lake Tahoe is one of the largest (192 square miles), deepest 
(1,645 feet), and clearest mountain lakes in the world. Declines in water quality and forest health, as well 
as recent increases in both the number of invasive species and their abundance, are threatening the unique 
natural values of the area that give the Lake Tahoe Basin its national significance. Reclamation controls 
the top six feet of Lake Tahoe and operates the dam at the lake outlet on the northwest shore, which is the 
headwaters of the Lower Truckee River. The Upper Tntckee River flows into Lake Tahoe at the southern 
end of the lake and is the single largest source of sediment and nuti'ient input into Lake Tahoe. These 
nutrient inputs lead to algal growth and other symptoms of eutrophication, resulting in loss of water 
clarity. Other streams in the Lake Tahoe Basin also contribute sediments and associated nutrients to the 
lake and cumulatively have a significant impact. The Upper Tmckee River has been highly disturbed and 
altered, especially the reaches adjacent to the Lake Tahoe golf course and the airport, and in the wetland 
area at the mouth of the river. Restoration of these river reaches, as well as other impacted watersheds in 
the Lake Tahoe Basin, has multiple environmental threshold benefits. This activity is part of the Lake 
Tahoe Environmental Improvement Program to prevent degradation of the quality of lake water and to 
provide benefits to fish and wildlife. 

AUTHORIZATION: P.L. 108-7, Consolidated Appropriations Resolution, 2003, Water and 
Related Resources P.L. 85-624, Fish and Wildlife Coordination Act of 1958; P.L. 101-233, North 
American Wetlands Conservation Act, December 13, 1989; and P.L. 106-506, Lake Tahoe Restoration 
Act, December 13, 2000. 

PERFORMANCE INFORMATION: This project is aligned witli the following Department of the 
Interior's Strategic Plan end outcome goal(s); Deliver Water Consistent with Applicable State and 
Federal law, in an Environmentally Responsible and Cost-Efficient Manner. The intermediate outcome 
is Operate and Maintain a Safe and Reliable Water Infrastructure. The Activity Based 
Costing/Management alignment includes 8K - Implement Environmental Recommendations. 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 


Program Financial Data 


Activity 

FY 2010 

FY2011 

Fish and Wildlife Management and Development 

$2,500,000 

$94,000 

Enacted/Request 

$2,500,000 

$94,000 

Non-Federal 

0 

0 

Prior Year Funds 

7,053 

0 

Total Progiam 

$2,507,053 

$94,000 

Prior Year Funds/Non-Federal 

(7,053) 

0 

Total Reclamation Allotment 

$2,500,000 

$94,000 
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WORK PROPOSED FOR FY 2011: 

Fish and Wildlife Management and Development - Continues administration of existing financial 
assistance agreements for environmental restoration and planning efforts in the Lake Tahoe Basin, 
including watershed improvements in the Upper Truckee River and other Tahoe Basin watersheds. 

Reclamation Request $94,000 


Mid-Pacific Region - 98 


54826A 


02 / 22/2010 



2027 


Orland Project 

LOCATION: The Orland Project is located in north-central California, approximately 100 miles north 
of Sacramento in Colusa, Glenn, and Tehama counties. 

DESCRIPTION/JUSTIFICATION: This project includes East Park Dam and Reservoir, a concrete 
thick-arch structure with a height of 139 feet, a crest length of 266 feet, and a storage capacity of 5 1 ,000 
acre-feet (af); Stony Gorge Dam and Reservoir, a concrete slab and buttress structure, 139 feet high, a 
crest length of 868 feet, and a storage capacity of 50,000 af; Rainbow Diversion Dam and Feeder Canal, a 
concrete arch structure with a height of 44 feet and a crest length of 271 feet; Northside Diversion Dam, a 
concrete gravity structure with a height of 1 5 feet and a crest lengtli of 375 feet; and a canal and 
distribution system, including 1 6.9 miles of canals and 139 miles of laterals. Project irrigation works are 
operated and maintained by the Orland Unit Water Users Association. Reclamation operates and 
maintains recreational facilities at Stony Gorge and East Park reservoirs. This project provides full 
irrigation service to approximately 20,000 acres with supplemental recreational benefits. 

AUTHORIZATION: The Reclamation Act of 1902, June 17, 1902 (authorized by the Secretaiy of the 
Interior on October 5, 1907). 

PERFORMANCE INFORMATION: This project is aligned with the following Department of the 
Interior's Strategic Plan end outcome goal: Improve the Quality and Diversity of Recreation Experiences 
and Visitor Enjoyment on DO! Lands. The intermediate outcome is to Improve Capacities to Provide 
Access for Recreation. The Activity Based Costing/Management alignment includes 5P - Improve 
Capacities to Provide Access for Recreation. 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 


Program Financial Data 


1 Activity 

FY 2010 

FY2011 

1 Facility Operations 

675,000 

767,000 

1 Enacted/Request 

$675,000 

$767,000 

1 Non-Federal 

0 

0 

1 Prior Year Funds 

4,815 

0 

1 Total Program 

$679,815 

$767,000 

1 Prior Year Funds/Non-Federal 

(4,815) 

0 

1 Total Reclamation Allotment 

$675,000 

$767,000 


IMPACTS OF RECOVERY ACT FUNDING: FY 2009 ARRA funding in the amount of $20,000 is 
for Removal of Warehouse Building. 

WORK PROPOSED FOR FY 2011: 

Facility Operations - Continues day-to-day management of recreation facilities and delivery of water for 
irrigation from Stony Gorge and East Park reservoirs. Continues to provide routine maintenance and 
replacement of picnic tables, buoy lines, vehicle barriers and oversee conseiwation camp programs for 
various clean-up projects at Stony Gorge and East Park reservoirs. Increase due to need for land surveys 
which are crucial for determining what is believed to be trespasses on federal land and to continue to fix 
or replace as necessary boundary fencing, some of which has fallen down or is non-existent. Also, the 
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Orland Project 

replacement of many of the permanent toilet vaults which have cracks in the vaults which may lead to the 
contamination of the reservoirs. 

767,000 

Reclamation Request $767,000 

SEE APPENDIX FOR: Obligations by Function for Operating Projects 

/ 
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San Jose Area Water Reclamation and Reuse Program 

LOCATION: This program encompasses the San Jose, California metropolitan service area. 

DESCRIPTION/JUSTIFICATION; This program calls for the planning, design, and construction of 
demonstration and peiananent facilities, in cooperation with the City of San Jose and the Santa Clara 
Valley Water District, to reclaim and reuse up to 36,000 acre-feet (af) per year of wastewater treatment 
plant effluent in the San Jose metropolitan service area. The total program includes construction of 300 
miles of pipe over a 150 square mile area in six cities providing reclaimed water to the San Jose 
metropolitan service area. The total program cost is estimated at $480 million, with the Federal 
contribution capped at $109.9 million. 

The planning, design, and construction of the project are in phases. In 1998 Phase I was constructed and 
provided 9,000 acre-feet of reclaimed water annually for non-potable purposes, such as irrigating golf 
courses, parks, and agricultural lands. Phase I includes 60 miles of pipeline and supporting infrastructure. 
The total construction cost for Phase I was $140 million. Through FY 2009 Reclamation has provided 
approximately $32.1 million for Phase I. This represents Reclamation’s cost-share responsibility for 
Phase I, which is 25 percent of $140 million (up to $35 million). 

Phase IB work is approximately $85 million of authorized work not covered under the Phase 1 A 
cooperative agreement; the corresponding Federal cost share is approximately $21 .25 million. 
Reclamation will reimburse the City for Phase IB through a new cooperative agreement to be executed in 
Fiscal Year 2010. 

IMPACTS .OF RECOVERY ACT FUNDING: Phase 1C work is approximately $26 million of new 
authorized work funded through the American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009; the 
corresponding Federal cost share is approximately $6.5 million and will be reimbursed through a new 
cooperative agreement to be executed in Fiscal Year 2010. Additional new authorized work will be 
funded through additional cooperative agreements. All cooperative agreements will be administered 
together to ensure the maximum Federal cost share does not exceed $109,9 million. 

The program enables the City of San Jose to meet federally-mandated water quality standards and to 
reduce pressure on area surface and groundwater supplies. The project meets the requirements of the 
F-ndangered Species Act preventing conversion of endangered salt marsh habitat caused by fresh water 
effluent entering San Francisco Bay. The project also reduces the discharge of trace level pollutants and 
provide a reliable source of non-potable water to offset potable demands. 

AUTHORIZATION: Water Reclamation and Reuse Act (P.L. 102-575), Title XVI, October 30, 1992; 
Reclamation Recycling and Water Conservation Act (P.L. 1 04-266), October 9, 1 996. 

PERFORMANCE INFORMATION: This project is aligned with the following Department of the 
Interior’s Strategic Plan end outcome goal(s): Deliver Water Consistent with Applicable State and 
Federal law, in an Environmentally Responsible and Cost-Efficient Manner. The intermediate outcome is 
Effective Water Management to Optimize Supply. The Activity Based Costing/Management alignment 
includes 22 - Plan for Water and Related Resource Use. 

COMPLETION DATA; As of September 30, 2009, the project was 30 percent complete. San Jose 
Area Water Reclamation and Reuse Program, Phase I, is complete. 


Mid-Pacific Region - 101 


54826A 


02 / 22/2010 



2030 


San Jose Area Water Reclamation and Reuse Program 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 
Program Financial Data 


Activity 

FY2010 

FY2011 

Water and Energy Management and Development 

$200,000 

$242,000 

Enacted/Request 

$200,000 

$242,000 

Non-Federal 

0 

0 

Prior Year Funds 

10,736 

0 

Total Program 

$210,736 

$242,000 

Prior Year Funds/Non-Federal 

(10,736) 

0 

Total Reclamation Allotment 

$200,000 

$242,000 


Total Cost Information 



Total Estimated 
Cost 

Total to 
9/30/09 

FY20I0 

FY2011 

Balance to 
Complete 

Reclamation 

$109,959,000 

$32,125,274 

$210,736 

$242,000 

$77,380,990 

Adjustments 

370.041,000 

105,000,000 

0 

0 

265,041,000 

Total 

$480,000,000 

$137,125,274 

$210,736 

$242,000 

$342,421,990 


Cost Allocation and Methodology 


Allocation 

FY2010 

FY2011 

Municipal and Industrial Water 

$480,000,000 

$480,000,000 

Total 

$480,000,000 

$480,000,000 


METHODOLOGY: The cost allocation has not been modified from last year. 

APPROPRIATION CEILING: An appropriation ceiling was not included in the original authorizing 
legislation, P.L. 104-266, Reclamation Recycling and Water Conservation Act of 1 996, imposed a 
Federal appropriation ceiling of $ 1 09,959,000 for all phases of the project. The comparable Federal cost 
share is $109,959,000, and is not to exceed appropriation ceiling based upon current Reclamation policy. 

WORKPROPOSED FOR EY 2011: 

Water and Energy Management and Development - Continues Federal reimbursement of Phase I 
construction activities to the City of San Jose. Continues Reclamation’s coordination and contract 
activities. 

Reclamation Request $242,000 

SEE APPENDIX FOR: Benefit Cost Ratios as of October 1 , 20 1 0 
Status of NEPA Compliance 
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Solano Project 

LOCATION: The Solano Project (Project) is located in north-central California, approximately 30 miles 
west of Sacramento, in Napa and Solano counties. 

DESCRIPTION/JUSTIFICATION: The principal features and facilities of this Project include 
Monticello Dam and Reservoir (Lake Berryessa), a concrete structure with a height of 304 feet above the 
foundation, a crest length of 1,023 feet, and a storage capacity of 1,602,000 acre-feet (af); Putah 
Diversion Dam, a gated concrete weir structure with an earthfill embankment wing 29 feet high and a 
crest length of 910 feet; the 32.3 mile Putah South Canal has a diversion capacity of 956 cubic feet per 
second (cfs) and a terminal capacity of 1 16 cfs; Terminal Dam and Reservoir, a compacted earthfill 
stiaicture 24 feet high and a crest length of 870 feet with a capacity of 1 19 af; Green Valley Conduit, a 
high-pressure concrete pipeline ranging in size from 27 inches down to 18 inches in diameter that extends 
8,400 feet from the Putah South Canal into Green Valley; and various distribution systems built by local 
districts. The dam, canals and pipelines are operated and maintained by the Solano Irrigation District. 

All other facilities are operated and maintained by Reclamation. The project was designed to irrigate 
approximately 96,000 acres of land. The project also furnishes municipal and industrial water to the 
principal cities of Solano County. Recreational oppoilunities are available at seven resorts operated by 
private entities. 

AUTHORIZATION: P.L. 76-260, Section 9, Reclamation Project Act of 1939, August 4, 1939; 

P,L. 93-493, Title VI, Reclamation Development Act of 1974, October 27,1974; P.L. 96-375, Section 5, 
Feasibility Studies, October 3, 1980. 

PERFORMANCE INFORMATION: This project is aligned with the following Department of the 
Interior’s Strategic Plan end outcome goals; Deliver Water Consistent with Applicable State and Federal 
Law, in an Environmentally Responsible and Cost-Efficient Manner (Water), and Improve the Quality 
and Diversity of Recreation Experiences and Visitor Enjoyment on DOI Lands. The intermediate 
outcome is Operate and Maintain a Safe and Reliable Water Infrastructure, Effective Water Management 
to Optimize Supply, and Improve Capacities to Provide Access for Recreation. The Activity Based 
Costing/Management alignment includes 4H - Operate Dams/Water Storage Facilities, 8E - Manage 
Project Lands, 8K - Implement Environmental Recommendations, 22 - Plan for Water and Related 
Resource Use, 8J- Enhance Water Supply, 50 - Manage Recreation, and 5P - Operate and Evaluate 
Recreation Facilities. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 

Program Financial Data 


Activity 

FY 2010 

FY 201 1 

Water and Energy Management and Development 

$160,000 

$140,000 

Land Management and Development 

1,360,000 

1,298,000 

Fish and Wildlife Management and Development 

0 

60,000 

Facility Operations 

1,897,000 

1,923,000 

Facility Maintenance and Rehabilitation 

510,000 

414,000 

Enacted/Request 

$3,927,000 

$3,835,000 

Non-Federal 

0 

0 

Prior Year Funds 

42,478 

0 

Total Program 

$3,969,478 

$3,835,000 

Prior Year Funds/Non-F ederal 

(42,478) 

0 

Total Reclamation Allotment 

$3,927,000 

$3,835,000 
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Solano Project 


IMPACTS OF RECOVERY ACT FUNDING: Provides funding for the Lake Berryessa cleanup of 
closed concession areas, removal of debris, trash and hazardous waste for trailer sites and perform 
underground storage tank remediation; and the retrofitting of structures to meet requirements of the 
Americans with Disabilities Act. 

WORK PROPOSED FOR FY 2011: 

Water and Energy Management and Development - 

Environmental Monitoring Program - Continues the administration of environmental monitoring 
activities. 40,000 

National Environmental Policy Act (NEPAI Compliance Activities - Continues the administration and 
monitoring of the NEPA process, in adherence with all federally-mandated requirements. New 
concession contracts will be in effect for major renovation and redevelopment of facilities as a result of 
the Visitor Serviees Plan/Record of Decision implementation. 100,000 

Subtotal, Water and Energy Management and Development $140,000 

Land Management and Development - Continues eoneession oversight and recreation management 
activities at Lake Berryessa, compliance to hazardous materials handling and clean-up laws, resource 
management and planning activities. Decrease is due to revised funding schedule. 1,298,000 

Fish and Wildlife Management and Development - Reinitiates the management, protection, and habitat 
enhancement for terrestrial and aquatic wildlife species and provides protective measures for special 
status species. 60,000 

Facility Operations - Continues ongoing infrastructure support and renewal of service contracts; routine 
operation and maintenance of the Lake Berryessa recreation facilities; instrumentation requirements and 
management oversight of Monticeilo Dam, Putah Diversion Dam, Putah South Canal, and Terminal Dam 
and Reservoir. 1,923,000 

Facility Maintenance and Rehabilitation - Continues repair and rehabilitation of some projects which 
are necessary for the continued maintenance of Lake Berryessa recreation facilities, continues the ability 
to make those recreation facilities comply with the American Disabilities Act and continues the cleanup 
and removal of abandoned and unsafe structures left by the previous concession contractors and trailer 
owners in the concession areas. 414.000 

Reclamation Request $3,835,000 

SEE APPENDIX FOR: Obligations by Function for Operating Projects 
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Ventura River Project 

LOCATION: The Ventura River Project (Project) is located in southern California about 60 miles 
northwest of Los Angeles. 

DESCUIPTION/JUSTIFICATION: The Project comprises a storage reservoir on Coyote Creek, a 
diversion dam on the Ventura River, a canal to carry water from the diversion dam to the reservoir, and a 
high-pressure pipeline distribution system. The distribution system has pumping plants and balancing 
reservoirs to distribute the water from Lake Casitas to the various areas within the project for irrigation, 
municipal and industrial uses. Water from Matilija Dam, which was built by Ventura County and placed 
in operation in 1948, is incorporated in the overall plan for operation of the Project. 

The principal Project works are Robles Diversion Dam on the Ventura River and Robles-Casitas Canal 
leading into Casitas Reservoir and Dam. The Casitas Dam is located on Coyote Creek about 2 miles above 
its junction with the Ventura River. The reservoir has a storage capacity of 254,000 acre-feet of water, 
which is used for irrigation and municipal and industrial water in areas of Ventura County. The Project is 
a water supply project and is not authorized to serve other purposes, such as flood control or power 
generation. Casitas Dam and Reservoir are operated and maintained by Casitas Municipal Water District. 
Project facilities also provide recreation benefits. 

AUTHORIZATION: The Project was authorized by an act of Congress (P.L. 84-423, March 1 , 1 956). 

PERFORMANCE INFORMATION: This project is aligned with the following Department of the 
Interior's Strategic Plan end outcome goal(s): Deliver Water Consistent with Applicable State and 
Federal law, in an Environmentally Responsible and Cost-Efficient Manner. The intermediate outcome is 
Operate and Maintain a Safe and Reliable Water Infrastructure and Effective Water Management to 
Optimize Supply. The Activity Based Costing/Management alignment includes 9C - Oversee/Administer 
Water Service Contracts; and 8E - Manage Project Lands. 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 


Program Financial Data 


Activity 

FY2010 

FY 201 1 

Water and Energy Management and Development 

$20,000 

$21,000 

Land Management and Development 

356,000 

182,000 

Facility Operations 

4,000 

4,000 

Facility Maintenance and Rehabilitation 

184,000 

5,000 

Enacted/Request 

$564,000 

$212,000 

Non-Federal 

0 

0 

Prior Year Funds 

18,515 

0 

Total Program 

$582,515 

$212,000 

Prior Year Funds/Non-Federal 

(18,515) 

0 

Total Reclamation Allotment 

$564,000 

$212,000 


IMPACTS OF RECOVERY ACT FUNDING: Provides funding for retrofitting of structures to meet 
requirethents of the Americans with Disabilities Act. 

WORK PROPOSED FOR 2011: 

Water and Energy Management and Development - Continues Reclamation’s responsibility for the 
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Ventura River Project 

administration of water sei-vice, repayment, exchange, water rights settlement contracts, and the equitable 
allocation and distribution of water for competing uses. Continues preparation of a National 

Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) analysis and an evaluation of the eifects of modifications and 
operations. 521,000 

Land Management and Development - 

Land Use Compliance/Open Space Resource Management - Continues Reclamation’s responsibility to 
acquire and administer the Casitas Open Space Lands for the protection of the watershed and water quality, 
manage project lands for recreation, wildlife habitat, preparation of resource management plan, and other 
land use compliance activities; and provide NEPA and Endangered Species Act compliance in association 
with public requests to use or alter recreational lands and facilities. 89,000 

Land Resource Protection - Continues development and implementation of resource protection plans for 
fire suppression, non-operational waste and hazardous materials management, and soil and moisture 
conservation to protect public health and safety on Reclamation lands managed for non-operational uses. 

93,000 


Subtotal, Land Management and Development 182,000 

Facilities Operations - Continues emergency management activities for high and significant hazard dams, 
which includes table top and functional exercises of the emergency action pian for Casitas Dam on a 3-year 
cycle, with annual reviews. 4,000 

Facility Maintenance and Rehabilitation - Continues inspections and facility modifications to meet 
Federal accessibility standards. 5.000 

Reclamation Request $212,000 

SEE APPENDIX FOR: Obligations by Function for Operating Projects 
Status of NEPA Compliance 
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LOWER COLORADO REGION PROJECTS/PROGRAMS 
MAP KEY 


1 . Ak-Chin Indian Water Rights Settlement Act Project 

2. Calleguas Municipal Water District Recycling Project 

3. Central Arizona Project 

4. Colorado River Basin Salinity Control Project - Title I 

5. Colorado River Front Work and Levee System 

6. Colorado River Water Quality Improvement Program 

7. Endangered Species Conservation/Recovery Program 

8. Halfway Wash Project/Study 

9. Lake Mead/Las Vegas Wash Program 

10. Long Beach Area Water Reclamation Project 

1 1 . Long Beach Desalination Research and Development Project 

12. Lower Colorado River Investigations Program 

13. Lower Colorado River Operations Program 

14. Northern Arizona Investigations Program 

15. Parker-Davis Project 

1 6. Phoenix Metropolitan Water Reclamation and Reuse Project 

17. Salt River Project 

18. Salton Sea Research Project 

1 9. San Carlos Apache Tribe Water Settlement Act 

20. San Diego Area Water Reclamation Program 

21. Soboba Water Rights Settlement 

22. South/Central Arizona Investigations Program 

23. Southern Arizona Water Rights Settlement Act Project 

24. Southern California Investigations Program 

25. Southern Nevada/Utah Investigations Program 

26. Yuma Area Projects 


LC Programs Not Shown on Map: 

Bureauwides Programs 
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Ak Chin Indian Water Rights Settlement Act Project 

Arizona Water Settlements Act 

Calleguas Municipal Water Dist Recycling Project 

Colorado River Basin, Central Arizona Project 

Colorado River Basin Salinity Control, Title 1 

Colorado River Front Work & Levee System 

Colorado River Water Quality Improvement Program 

City of Corona Water Recycling/Reusc 

Endangered Species Conservation/Recovery Project 

Halfway Wash Prolect/Sludy 

Hi-Desert WD Wastewater Collection/Reuse 

Irvine Basin Groundwater and Surface Water Iinpr Project 
Lake Mead/Las Vegas Wash Program 

Long Beach Area Water Reclamation Project 

Long Beach Area Desalination R/D Project 

Lower Colorado River Investigations Program 

Lower Colorado River Operations Program 

North Las Vegas Water Reuse 

Northern Arizona Investigations Program 

Parker-Davis Project 

Phoenix Metropolitan Water Reclamation & Reuse Project 
Riverside-Corona Feeder 

Salt River Project 

Salton Sea Research Project 

San Bernardino Water Reclamation Project 

San Carlos Apache Tribe Water Settlement Act 
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San Gabriel Basin Project 
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LOWER COLORADO REGION 
FY2011 OVERVIEW 


FY2010 

Enacted 

FY 2011 REQUEST FOR WATER AND RELATED RESOURCES 

Water & 
Energy 

Land 

Management 

Fish & 
Wildlife 

Facility 

Operations 

Facility 

Maintenance 

Total 

Program 

$118,097,000 

$35,927,000 

$1,645,000 

$17,225,000 

$20,157,000 

$21,997,000 

$96,931,000 


The Bureau of Reclamation Fiscal Year (FY) 201 1 Request for the Lower Colorado Region (Region) for 
Water and Related Resources totals $96.9 million, a decrease of $21 .2 million from FY 2010. 

The Region encompasses all of the lands drained by rivers flowing into the Pacific Ocean along the coast 
of California south of the Tehachapi mountains, and all of the lands drained by the Colorado River south 
of Lee Ferry, Arizona. This includes most of Arizona, the extreme western portion of central 
New Mexico, the southwestern corner of Utah, southern Nevada, and southern California. 

With management responsibility for the Lower Division of the Colorado River, the Region encounters 
many of the controversies and pressures that characterize water resources management throughout the arid 
southwestern United States. These issues include increasing water requirements for urban use, Indian 
trust needs, and endangered species. The presence of invasive species such as tamarisk, giant salvinia, 
and the quagga mussels are also additional water resource management pressures. Water for urban uses is 
a major issue as two fast-growing areas. Las Vegas and Phoenix, and the largest metropolitan area, 
southern California, are located within the Region. Reclamation facilities within the Region deliver over 
9 million acre-feet of water annually to customers for irrigation, municipal and industrial, and other uses; 
and to meet the United States’ Treaty obligations to Mexico. With continued drought and through 
implementation of the 2007 shortage and coordinated operations guidelines, water deliveries may be less 
than 9 million acre-feet annually. Reclamation facilities also provide flood control along the Colorado 
River benefiting Arizona, California, Nevada, and Mexico. 

Reclamation operates and maintains three hydroelectric plants on the lower Colorado River, which can 
provide approximately 6.5 million megawatt-hours of energy, during normal to higher water years, and 
closer to 5.6 million megawatt-hours of energy during drier years to users in Arizona, California, and 
Nevada. Maximum powerplant capacity totals 2,454 megawatts. 

Critical goals for the Region include fulfilling the Secretary of the Interior’s water master role on the 
lower Colorado River; maintaining Colorado River operations to fulfill our water delivery and power 
generation commitments while achieving compliance with the Endangered Species Act; continuing 
construction of the Central Arizona Project; and maintaining and enhancing water supplies through water 
conservation, water quality improvement, and water reuse programs. 

Water and Energy Management and Development - This activity is funded at $35.9 million, which is a 
$23.4 million decrease from the FY 2010 enacted. One of the large decreases is for the Arizona Water 
Settlements Act to continue direct funding of several construction activities that were previously funded 
under the Arizona Water Settlements Act Project, Central Arizona Project and Southern Arizona Water 
Rights Settlement Act. Other substantial decreases are for a reduction within the investigation programs, 
San Gabriel Basin Restoration and the Lake Mead/Las Vegas Wash program for revision made to their 
schedules. Other decrease include the White Mountain Apache Loan and the Soboba Indian Water Rights 
Settlement Project which will be completed during the year. These decreases were offset by increased 
work activities in the Lower Colorado River Operations Program. 
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Lower Colorado Region FY 2011 Overview 


Funding of $8.0 million for the Central Arizona Project will accomplish several objectives: continuing 
work to protect native fish in the Gila and Santa Cruz River Basins; activities for the Huhugam heritage 
Center repository; and plan development and identilynng reliability needs for the Tucson Reliability 
Division. 

The Colorado River Front Work and Levee System program continues development of design alternatives 
and environmental eompliance activities to improve river stability, prevent erosion, and reduce sediment 
transport along the Colorado River channel. 

The Lower Colorado River Operations Program of $8.8 million covers all of the work necessary to carry 
out the Secretary’s direct statutory responsibility to act as water master for the lower Colorado River. 
These responsibilities include the river’s water management issues, implementing the California 4.4 water 
plan, implementation of the shortage and coordinated operations guidelines, and limiting water users to 
their legal entitlements. 

The Soboba Water Rights Settlement Project will provide $4 million towards the settlement activities. 


The funding of Title XVI 
water reclamation and reuse 
programs within the Region 
is budgeted at S8.6 million. 
The water reuse program is 
a major tool to help 
California meet its 

increasing water needs while maintaining its use of Colorado River water at its allocation of 4.4 million 
acre-feet. 

Land Management and Development - Funding for this activity totals $1.6 million, which is a $586,000 
increase from the FY 2010 enacted. The majority of the increase relates to additional costs with Central 
Arizona Project for the development of public trails. 

The Central Arizona Project request will continue development of trails along the aqueduct and for land 
management of those project lands associated with portions of the project for which there are no operating 
entities or facilities. Salt River Project request continues stewardship of the Federal interest in project 
lands dealing with right-of-ways, leases, and permits. 

Fish and Wildlife Management and Development - This activity is funded at $ 1 7.2 million, which is a 
$3.5 million increase from the FY 2010 enacted. The increase is needed to meet the timeline of 
continuing to develop, monitor, manage, operate, and maintain created habitat within the Lower Colorado 
River Operations Program. Funding for the sixth year of the long-term Multi-Species Conservation 
Program (MSCP) provides a means to avoid a jeopardy opinion on Reclamation’s river operations. This 
level of funding is required to continue the reasonable and prudent alternatives and measures contained in 
the Fish and Wildlife Service’s biological opinion on Reclamation’s lower Colorado River operations and 
maintenance. The non-federal partners will match the federal funds on a 50/50 basis. 

Facility Operations - This activity is funded at $20.2 million, a $573,000 increase from the FY 2010 
enacted. The increase is for increased water prices for deliveries in the Ak-Chin Indian Water Rights 
Settlement Act Project. Water rates are increasing faster than the normal inflationary rate. 


The Title XVI water reclamation and reuse programs have a direct link to 
annual performance accomplishments, including Reclamation ’s High 
Priority Goal for Water Conservation. In FY 2011, the Region is projecting 
that 32,000 acre-feet of increased water supply will be made available 
through the completion or partial completion of Title XVI projects, in a 
continuing effort to address the water challenges of the American West 
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Lower Colorado Region FY 2011 Overview 


This activity includes funding for delivery of water to the Ak-Chin Indian Community under the Ak-Chin 
Indian Water Rights Settlement Act Project. Colorado River Basin Salinity Control Program, Title I 
funding continues operation of drainage wells and bypass facilities, which assures that water delivered to 

Mexico continues to meet salinity 
requirements defined by Minute 242 
of the U.S. - Mexico Treaty. Yuma 
Area Projects will continue: 
necessary river management; well 
inventory and operations; flood and 
drainage control oversight; operation 
of all fish and wildlife facilities along 
the river; and land use operations 
including land conversion, 
unauthorized use, and structures inventory. Efforts to control invasive species, quagga mussels, and 
Salvinia Molesta, an invasive plant, will continue. 

Facility Maintenance and Rehabiiitation - The activity is funded at $22.0 million, which is a $2.4 
million decrease from the FY 2010 enacted. The decrease is due to the discontinuation of the System 
Conservation/Forbearance program and reduced efforts for maintenance activities. 

The $8.1 million request for the Colorado River Basin Salinity Control Program, Title I, will continue to 
maintain the Yuma Desalting Plant. This includes maintenance of the Bypass Drain, the Protective and 
Regulatory Pumping Unit, as well as the 60 acre plant complex. 

Funding of $13.7 million for the Yuma Area Projects meets ongoing infrastructure and facilities 
maintenance and repair needs for 276 river miles on the Colorado River and the groundwater recovery 
systems in the Yuma area. The facilities, in addition, to the river channel include bankline stabilization 
features, access roads, bridges, levees, drainage and/or groundwater recovery wells and related carriage 
facilities, transmission lines and switchyard/substations, drainage wellfields, conveyance systems and 
reservoirs. 

Accomplishments in FY 2011 are expected to include the delivery of 9 million acre-feet of water in three 
states and the Republic of Mexico, unless the drought continues and implementation of the 2007 shortage 
and coordinated operations guidelines results in less deliveries. The Region expects to maintain 1 00% of 
the water facilities in fair to good condition as measured by the GPRA performance measure for Facility 
Reliability. On the Central Arizona Project, the Verde River and Shechy Springs fish barriers are 
scheduled for completion. The Yuma Desalting Plant pilot run will be completed during FY 2011. 

Projects scheduled for completion include the White Mountain Apache Tribe I,oan and the Soboba Water 
Rights Settlement. The Power F.valuations Study in the Lower Colorado River Investigations Program, the 
Santa Margarita Watershed Study in the Southern California Investigations Program, and the Halfway 
Wash study will be completed. In addition, the following projects are scheduled to be either completed or 
partially completed in FY 201 1 , resulting in an increase of 104,000 acre-feet of additional available water: 
San Xavier Fann Extension Project - Phase 1 (Central Arizona Project); the Rio Hondo - Phase 2 (San 
Gabriel Basin Project) the Long Beach Recycled Water System Expansion (Long Beach Area Water 
Recycling Project); and Lower Colorado River Drop 2 Storage Reservoir (Colorado River Front Work and 
Levee System). 

Accomplishments in FY 2010 are expected to include the delivery of 9 million acre-feet of water in three 
states and the Republic of Mexico. The Region expects to maintain 1 00% of the water facilities in fair to 
good condition as measured by the GPRA performance measure for Facility Reliability. On the Central 

Lower Colorado Region - 7 
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Arizona Project, the Hot Springs and Blue River fish barriers are scheduled for completion. Several 
studies will be completed: Hopi Water Management Study in tbe Nortbem Arizona Investigations 
Program and Borders of the California Recycled Water Study in the Southern California Investigations 
Program. In addition, the following projects are scheduled to be either completed or partially completed 
in FY 2010, resulting in an increase of 7,600 acre-feet of additional available water: Sweetwater 
Authority - Phase 2A (San Diego Area Water Reclamation Program) and the La Puente (San Gabriel 
Basin Project). 

Accomplishments in FY 2009 included the delivery of over 9.6 million acre-feet of water in three states 
and the Republic of Mexico. The Region maintained 100% of the water facilities in fair to good condition 
as measured by the GPRA perfonnance measure for Facility Reliability. On the Central Arizona Project, 
the Bonita Creek fish barrier was completed. The bankline stabilization on the Arizona side of the 
Colorado River bank below Agnes Wilson Bridge was completed under the Colorado River Front Work 
and Levee System. Several studies was completed: Navajo Nation Water Management Study in the 
Northern Arizona Investigations Program, Casa Grande Water Recycling Study in the South/Central 
Arizona Investigation Program and Water Replenishment District Study in the Southern California 
Investigations Program. In addition, the Irvine Basin Desalter and Brine Line, a component of the Irvine 
Project (Irvine Basin Project) was completed which resulted in an increase of 7,400 acre-feet of additional 
water. 

Planned Accomplishments for the American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009 are expected to 
include the Central Arizona Project work on the Gila River Indian Community’s distribution system which 
includes San Tan canals and the West Side canal system. Among the activities that will be accomplished 
under Yuma Area Projects are: the removal of sediment from the river above Imperial Dam, an overhaul of 
the pumping facilities associated with the adjacent Senator Wash Reservoir, roadway paving, repairing 
water control structures and other features on more than 23 miles of canals, replacing aging groundwater 
pumps and wells, improving groundwater conveyance systems, and replacing the Lower Cibola Bridge 
deck structure. Activities to be completed under Colorado River Basin Salinity Control Program, Title I 
includes repair/replacement of 0.5 miles of concrete-lined canal and a water control structure and replace 
obsolete Silt Density Index equipment. Under the Lower Colorado River Operations Program, a new 
building is being constructed to house the Boulder Canyon Operations Office and support staff from the 
Regional Office. The building would also house the water operations center for the lower Colorado River. 
The building will be constructed to the most current energy and water conservation (LEED) standards. 

Water & Related Resources Requested by Mission Areas 


TOTAL WATER AND RELATED RESOURCES REQUEST BY MISSION AREAS 

Fiscal Year 

Resource Use - 
Water 

Resource Use - 
Power 

Resource 

Protection 

Recreation 

Community 

Resources 

Total 

FY 2010 Projects 

$117,309,000 

$0 

$338,000 

$450,000 

$0 

$118,097,000 

FY2010 

Bureauwides* 

$9,278,000 

$0 

$135,000 

$200,000 

$0 

$9,613,000 

FY 2011 Projects 

$95,542,000 

$0 

$325,000 

$1,064,000 

$0 

$96,931,000 

FY 2011 
Bureauwides* 

$8,616,000 

$0 

$120,000 

$260,000 

$0 

$8,996,000 


*Perfonnance measures identified in Table 11c (Projected Accomplishments for FY 201 1 Budget/Strategy 
Linkage) reflect targets and accomplishments funded through individual projects and bureauwide 
programs. This table provides a breakdown of the request by projects and bureauwide programs specific to 
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the Region. The bureauwide programs are compiled under a separate section of the request entitled 
"Bureauwide Programs." 

Resource Use - Water - The amount being reque sted is $104.1 million. Of the $104.1 million, $ 12.1 
million is for activities associated with 


On April 4, 2005, the Secretary of the Interior and over 50 
non-Federal partners signed program documents to 
implement the Lower Colorado River Multi-Species 
Conservation Program (MSCP). The MSCP provides long- 
term endangered species act compliance for both current and 
future water delivery and diversion, and power production by 
both the United States and its water users. The MSCP 
provides a unique cost-share benefit in which non-Federal 
partners match Federal funding adjusted annually for the 
life of the program. 


operating and maintaining a safe and reliable 
water infrastructure, $8 million is for activities 
associated with effective water management to 
optimize supply, and $23.4 million is for 
activities associated with the completion of 
construction projects to increase delivery 
infrastructure and water availability. 

Resource Use - Power - The amount being 
requested is $0, as funding for major dams and powerplants have been moved off budget either through the 

development of customer 


funding agreements or 
legislation. This funding 
approach allows for the 
day-to-day power 

operations and maintenance of all hydroelectric power facilities within the Region, which directly impact 
various performance measures for the Region and Reclamation. 


Power benchmarking studies are conducted on the Region ’s powerplants and 
adjustments are made as needed to ensure power operations are cost effective 
and efficient when compared with other Federal and private facilities. 


Resource Protection - The amount being requested is $445,000, which is a $28,000 decrease from 
FY 2010. The $445,000 is for activities associated with invasive species activities funded via the Yuma 
Area Projects and for various cultural and natural heritage resource responsibilities. Planned performance 
accomplishments are captured under GPRA performance goal - Control Invasive Plant Species, and 
GPRA performance goal - Percent of Collections in Good Condition. 

Recreation - The amount being requested is $1.3 million, which is an increase of $674,000 from FY 2010. 
The increase is associated with the Central Arizona Project for recreational trails. 


Community Resources - The amount being requested is $0, as funding for law enforcement/security 
activities associated with the Hoover Dam Police Office are off budget. 
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Ak-Chin Indian Water Rights Settlement Act Project 
LOCATION: Ak-Chin Indian Reservation, Pinal County, Arizona. 

DESCRIPTION/JUSTIFICATION: The Ak-Chin Settlement Act facilitates delivery of Colorado River 
water through the Central Arizona Project to 1 6,000 acres of irrigated lands on the Ak-Chin Indian 
Reservation. The Act requires that this water be delivered at no cost to the Ak-Chin Community. 

AUTHORIZATION; P.L. 95-328, Settlement of Ak-Chin Water Rights Claims, July 28, 1978; 

P.L. 98-530, the Ak-Chin Indian Water Rights Settlement Act, October 19, 1984; P.L. 106-285, 

Ak-Chin Water Use Amendments Act of 1999, October 10, 2000; and P.L. 1 08-451, Arizona Water 
Settlements Act, December 10, 2004. 

PERFORMANCE INFORMATION; This project is aligned with the following Deparlmanl ofthe 
Interior 's Strategic Plan end outcome goal: Deliver Water Consistent with Applicable State and Federal 
Law, in an Environmentally Responsible and Cost-Efficient Manner. The intermediate outcome is Operate 
and Maintain a Safe and Reliable Water Infrastructure. The Activity Based Costing/Management 
alignment includes 4J - Operate Conveyance Facilities and 5H - Maintain Other Structure/Non-Building. 

SUiMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 


Program Financial Data 


Activity 

FY2010 

FY2011 

Facility Operations 

$10,178,000 

$10,960,000 

Enacted/Request 

$10,178,000 

$10,960,000 

Non-Federal 

0 

0 

Prior Year Funds 

1,845 

0 

Total Program 

$10,179,845 

$10,960,000 

Prior Year Funds/Non-Federal 

(1.845) 

0 

Total Reclamation Allotment 

$10,178,000 

$10,960,000 


WORK PROPOSED IN FY 2011: 

Facility Operations - Continues the operation and maintenance functions and repairs to the delivery canal 
associated with the deliveiy of 87,200 acre-feet of Central Arizona Project water to the Ak-Chin 
Community. The increase in funding request is due to a higher Central Arizona Project price per acre-foot 
for water deliveries. 

Reclamation Request $10,960,000 

SEE APPENDIX FOR: Obligation by Function for Operating Projects 
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Caileguas Municipal Water District Recycling Project 
LOCATION: This project is located in Ventura County, California. 

DESCRIPTION/JUSTIFICATION: This project consists of planning, designing, and constructing 
regional water recycling projects that include wastevvater reclamation and reuse, brackish groundwater 
recovery, and regional salinity management projects. A total of 10 specific projects are planjted resulting 
in annual recycling or recovery of a total of 51,470 acre-fect of water in order to reduce the Region’s 
dependence on imported water supplies. 

AUTHORIZATION: P.L 102-575 - Title XVI, Reclamation Wastewater and Groundwater Study and 
Facilities Act, October 30, 1992; and P.L. 104-266, Reclamation Recycling and Water Conservation Act of 
1996, October 9, 1996. 

COMPLETION DATA: As of September 30, 2009, this project is 86 percent completed. The project is 
scheduled for completion in 20! 4. 

PERFORMANCE INFORMATION: This project is aligned with the following Department of the 
Interior 's Strategic Plan end outcome goal: Deliver Water Consistent with Applicable State and Federal 
law, in an Environmentally Responsible and Cost-Efficient Manner. The intermediate outcome is 
Complete Construction Projects to Increase Delivery Infrastructure and Water Availability. The Activity 
Based Costing/Management alignment includes 8J - Enhance Water Supply. 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 


Program Financial Data 


Activity 

FY20I0 

FY 2011 

Water and Energy Management and Development 

$0 

$1,400,000 

Enacted/Request 

$0 

$1,400,000 

Noil-Federal 

15,244,186 

14,634,314 

Prior Year Funds 

7,634 

0 

Total Program 

$15,251,820 

$16,034,314 

Prior Year Funds/Non-Federal 

(15,251,820) 

(14,634,314) 

Total Reclamation Allotment 

$0 

$1,400,000 


Total Cost Information 




Total to 
9/30/09 

ARRA 
Funding 2/ 

FY 2010 

FY20I1 

Balance to 
Complete 

I222IQ2|Q3!II|||[|||| 

$20,000,000 

$12,114,000 

$5,034,712 

$0 

$1,400,000 

$1,451,288 




15,253,848 

15,251,634 

14,634,314 


1 Total 

$230,058,124 

$51,979,328 

$20,288,560 

$15,251,634 

$16,034,314 

$126,504,288 | 


1/ includes cost-sharing of$210,058J24 from Caileguas Municipal Water District. 
2/ Actual ARRA obligation accomplishment thru 9/30/09 is $4,901,904. 
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Calleguas Municipal Water District Recycling Project 


Construction Cost Alloeation and Methodology 


Allocation 

FY 2010 

FY 2011 

Municipal and Industrial Water 

$123,310,000 

$230,058,214 

Total 

$123,310,000 

$230,058,214 


iMETHODOLOGY: The Separable Costs Remaining Benefits (SCRB) methodology of cost allocation 
has not been revised. The increase of $106,748,214 is due to updated cost estimates and vvill be applied to 
the non-Federal share. 

APPROPRIATION CEILING: P.L. 104-266, Reclamation Recycling and Water Conservation Act of 
1996, imposed a ceiling of $20,000,000. The Federal obligation is $20,000,000 which does not exceed the 
appropriation ceiling based upon current Reclamation policy. 

IMPACTS OF RECOVERY ACT FUNDING: The Recovery Act funding is for the last phase of the 
first segment of the Regional Brine Line. The funds requested for PY 201 1 are for the construction of the 
ocean outfalls for beginning work on the second segment, which will e,xtend the brine line further inland, 
and work on other components of the Calleguas Municipal Water District Project. 

WORK PROPOSED FOR FY 2011: 

Water and Energy Management and Development - Continues work on construction of a regional 
water recycling project in the Calleguas Municipal Water District service area. Increase is for a revised 
funding schedule. $16,034,314 

Non-Federal - Calleguas Municipal Water District f 1 4.634.3 141 

1,400,000 

Reclamation Request $1,400,000 

SEE APPENDIX FOR: Benefit Cost Ratios as of October 1 , 20 1 0 
Project Repayment for FY 201 1 
Status ofNEPA Compliance 
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Colorado River Basin Project 
Central Arizona Project 

LOCATION; The Central Arizona Project is located in Maricopa, Pima, Gila, La Paz, Mohave, Coconino, 
Yavapai, and Pinal Counties of Arizona; San Bernardino County, California; Clark County, Nevada; Grant 
County, New Mexico; and Kane and Washington Counties, Utah. The transmission lines serve both power 
and water development portions ofthe project. They are located in Coconino, Mohave, Yavapai, and 
Maricopa Counties, Arizona; Kane and Washington Counties, Utah; Clark County, Nevada; and San 
Bernardino County, California. The Non-Indian Distribution Systems are located in Maricopa, Pinal, and 
Pima Counties, Arizona. 

DESCRIPTION/JUSTIFICATION: The Central Arizona Project is a multipurpose water resource 
development and management project W'hich provides irrigation, municipal and industrial water, power 
generation, flood control, outdoor recreation, environmental enhancement, and sediment control. In addition, 
the project will provide delivery of tribal homeland water, partial settlement of Indian water rights claims, and 
economic benefits accruing from leasing of Indian agricultural water rights to municipal entities. It will 
provide a partial replacement water supply to 417,773 acres of irrigable lands, which consists of 280,873 acres 
of non-Indian agricultural land and up to 136,900 acres of reservation land, In addition, there is up to 
764,276 acre-feet of water provided annually for direct municipal and industrial use. The water demand was 
re-estimated in the 1996 Water Supply Study and, beginning in FY 1997, incorporated into the official cost 
allocation. In 2000, the water supply delivery estimates were modified to reflect the agreements reached 
under the settlement negotiations. Benefits to recreation, flood, and sediment control are provided. The 
sediment control benefits associated with Buttes Dam, Middle Gila Division have been indefinitely deferred. 
The maximum benefits for recreation will be realized upon completion of the recreation development 
associated with the Tucson area. Benefits for flood and sediment control were realized upon completion of 
the modified Theodore Roosevelt Dam in 1996 along with die power benefits associated with the completed 
New Waddell Dam. In addition, a power entitlement of 546,750 kilowatts is available to the project through 
terms ofthe Navajo Project Participation Agreement. 

AUTHORIZATION: P.L. 89-72, Federal Water Project Recreation Act of 1 965, July 9, 1965, as amended 
by P.L. 1 02-575 - Title XXVIII, Reclamation Recreation Management Act, October 30, 1992; P.L. 90-537, 
Colorado River Basin Project Act, September 30, 1968; P.L. 97-293 - Title II, Southern Arizona Water Rights 
Settlement Act of 1982, October 12, 1982; P.L. 97-373, Amend Colorado River Basin Project Act, 

December 20, 1982; P.L. 100-512, Salt River Pima Maricopa Indian Community Water Rights Settlement 
Act, October 20, 1988; P.L. 101-628, Fort McDowell Indian Community Water Rights Settlement Act 
of 1990, December 28, 1990; P.L. 102-497, To Make Technical Amendments to Certain Indian Statutes, 
October 24, 1992; P.L. 102-575 - Title XXXVII, San Carlos Apache Tribe Water Rights Settlement Act of 
1 992, October 30, 1992, as amended; P.L. 1 02-575 - Title XXXIX, Siphon Repair 

and Replacement, October 30, 1992; P.L. 103-434 - Title I, Yavapai-Prescott Indian Water Rights Settlement, 
October31, 1994; P.L. 108-447, Division C, Consolidated Appropriations Act of 2005, December 8, 2004; 
and P.L. 108-451, Arizona Water Settlements Act, December 10, 2004, as amended by P.L, 1 10-148, 
December 21, 2007. 

PERFORMANCE INFORMATION: This project is aligned with the following Department of the 
Interior 's Strategic Plan end outcome goals: Deliver Water Consistent with Applicable State and Federal 
Law, in an Environmentally Responsible and Cost-Efficient Manner and Improve the Quality and Diversity of 
Recreation Experiences. The intermediate outcomes include Operate and Maintain a Safe and Reliable Water 
Infrastructure, Complete Construction Projects to Increase Delivery Infrastructure and Water Availability, and 
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Colorado River Basin Project - Central Arizona Project 


Improve Capabilities to Provide Access for Recreation. The Activity Based Costing/Management alignment 
inchides 4C - Construct Water Conveyance Facilities, 4J - Operate Conveyance Facilities, 4N - Construct 
Dams and Water Storage Facilities, 5G - Construct Other Structures/Non-Buildings, 5P - Operate/Evaluate 
Recreation Facilities, 8E - Manage Project Lands, 8K - Implement Environmental Recommendations, and 9C 
- Oversee/Administer Water Service Contracts. 

COMPLETION DATA: Initial operation of the Navajo Generating Station began on May 3 I, 1974. Initial 
operation of the last (third) generating unit began April 30, 1 976. Initial water via the Hayden-Rliodes 
Aqueduct was delivered to the Phoenix metropolitan area in 1985. Initial water delivery was made to users of 
the Fannin-McFarland Aqueduct and to users in Pinal County in 1 986. Initial water delivery to the Ak-Chin 
Indian Community was made in June 1987. Water deliveries to northern Pima County were made in 1989 and 
were made to the Tucson area in August 1992. 

Water delivery to the Salt River Pima Maricopa Indian Community began in July 1997. Title 111 of the 
Arizona Water Settlements Act, the Southern Arizona Water Rights Settlement Amendments Act of 2004, 
revised the completion date from July 12, 1993, to January 1, 2009, for the Schuk Toak District and January 
1 , 20 1 6 for the San Xavier District of the Tohono O’Odham Nation, Notice was given to the Tohono 
O’Odham Nation on September 25, 1 992, that the Central Arizona Project aqueduct was capable of making 
canal side water deliveries. Water deliveries to the Schuk Toak District began in June 2000, Partial water 
deliveries began in January 2001 to the existing San Xavier Farm and the Farm rehabilitation project was 
completed in 2007. Fort McDowell Indian Community pre-settlement planning activities, authorized under 
the Central Arizona Project, were completed in September 1991. Construction of their delivery system was 
accomplished under the Small Reclamation Projects Aet, as required by the Fort McDowell Indian 
Community Water Rights Settlement Act of 1990, P.L. 101-628. The Yavapai-Prescott Indian Community’s 
water settlement was ratified October 31,1 994. TItis resulted in a water right allocation exchange agreement 
dated December 28, 1995, between the cities of Scottsdale, Prescott, and Nogales; Cottonwood Water Works; 
Mayer Domestic Water Improvement District; Rio Rico Utilities; and Camp Verde Water System, Inc. Under 
the agr eement, any financial compensation for the Community’s water allocation may only be used towards 
water development. The Gila River Indian Community delivery and distribution system is under constrirction. 
The Community has progressively completed system components resulting in staged water deliveries 
beginning in 2005, with full deliveries sometime after 2015. Finn water delivery dates for the remaining 
Indian communities (Sif Oidak, San Carlos-Apache, Pascua Yaqui, Camp Verde, and Tonto Apache) will be 
determined when planning is complete. 

Water deliveries to the non-Indian distribution systems were made to Harquahala Valley Irrigation District in 
1985; Tonopah Irrigation Distr ict and Chaparral City Water Company in 1986; and New Magma Irrigation 
and Drainage District in 1987. Full deliveries were made to Queen Creek, San Tan, and Chandler Heiglits 
Citrus Irrigation Districts in 1989, Full deliveries were made to Maricopa-Stanfield and Hohokarn Irrigation 
and Drainage Districts in 1 990, The Central Arizona Irrigation and Drainage District was capable of receiving 
full deliveries in February 1991. 

As of September 30, 2009, the Central Arizona Project is 86 percent complete. The percent complete is a 
composite of the Central Arizona Project, water and power development, and the non-Indian distribution 
systems. 


Lower Colorado Region - 23 


54862A 



2058 


Colorado River Basin Project - Centra! Arizona Project 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 


Program Financial Data 


Activity 

FY 2010 

FY2011 1 

Arizona Water 
Settlements 
Act 

Water & 
Related 
Resources 

Arizona Water 
Settlements 
Act 

Water & 
Related 
Resources 

Water and Energy Management and 
Development 


$16,554,000 


$7,991,000 

Land Management and Development 

0 

569,000 


—I 

Facility Operations 

0 

233,000 

0 


Facility Maintenance & Rehabilitation 

0 


0 


Enacted/Request 



$24,01 1,000 

$9,416,000 

Mon-Federal 

0 


0 

618,000 

Prior Year Funds 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Total Program 

$12,491,000 

$17,807,000 

$24,011,000 

$10,034,000 

LCRBDF - AWSA Revenues 




0 

Prior Year Funds/Non-Federal 





Total Reclamation Allotment 

$0 


$0 

$9,416,000 


Total Cost Information 



Total Estimated 
Cost 

Total to 
9/30/09 

ARRA 4/ 

FY 2010 



Lower Colorado 
River Basin 
Development 

Fund 1/ 

$4,615,676,970 

$3,414,990,435 

$38,420,000 

$29,447,000 

$32,638,000 

$1,100,181,535 

Non-Indian 
Distribution 
Systems 21 


240,951,222 

0 

0 

0 

0 



$3,655,941,657 

$38,420,000 

$29,447,000 


mimmsa 

11 Adjustments 3/ 

668,930,961 

■gT-ifirini 

0 

350,000 



llBiiTgWSBTg— 

$5,525,559,153 

$4,254,255,828 

$38,420,000 

$29,797,000 

$33,176,000 

nnra^jcinmwia 


1/ Represents total Federal obligations financed under authority of section 309(a), P.L. 90-537, Colorado River Basin 
Project Act for the Lower Colorado River Basin Development Fund, as amended by 
P.L. 1 08-45 \ , Arizona Water Settlements Act. 

2/ Represents total Federal obligations financed under authority of section 309(b), P.L. 90-537, Colorado River Basin 
Project Act, as amended by P.L. 97-373. 

3/ This amount includes $2,529,000 for Central Arizona Project and $-71,982 for the non-Indian distribution systems 
for transfer of property; $229,845,000 contributions provided on modified Plan 6 by local entities; $12,540,91 1 for 
recreation provided by Maricopa County; $ 13,473,000 by cost-sharing recreation partners for Tucson Terminal Storage 
and the aqueduct recreation; $58,806,130 for non-cash contributions provided by the repayment entities for the non- 
Indian distribution systems; $985,000 advanced by the State of Arizona for advance planning work; $861,838 provided 
by Maricopa County for construction of Castle Hot Springs Road; $638,478 provided by Salt River Project for the 
upgrade to the Theodore Roosevelt Dam Power plant; and $300,000 contributed by the State oFNew Mexico for drilling 
at Conner Dam site. The eity ofTucson's contribution of $83,579 for the Tucson Pipeline is included, as is the Central 
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Colorado River Basin Project - Central Arizona Project 


Arizona Water Conservation District’s contribution of $98,645 for a moditication of the New River Siphon replacement 
along with $45,587,904 in non-federal construction by Central Arizona Water Conservation District for deficiency work 
for the Aqueduct, Permanent Operating Facilities, and New Waddell Dam. The adjustment also includes $96,458 
reimbursable municipal and industrial interest during construction for the non-Indian distribution systems for Chapan'a! 
City Water Company, Queen Creek Irrigation District, Chandler Heights Citrus Irrigation District, and San Tan 
Drainage District. Interest during construction on the Lower Colorado River Basin Development Fund is $303, 157,000 
for municipal and industrial, and commercial power. 

4/ American Recovery and Reinvestinent Act of 2009, P.L. 111-5. Funds to be returned for fish barriers activities in the 
amount of $1,620,000. Actual ARRA obligation accomplishment thru 9/30/09 is $36,264,364. 


Cost Allocation and Methodology 


Allocation 

FY20I0 

FY201 1 1 

Irrigation 1/ 

$1,445,330,048 


Power 

616,498,177 


Municipal and Industrial Water 

1,244,047,981 

HRWPdHIl 

Recreation 

161,647,01 1 


Environmental Enhancements 2/ 


288,000 

Flood Control 


123,068,449 

Non-Indian Distribution Systems 3/ 


300,409,561 

Indian Distribution Systems 4/ 

856,388,000 

909,705,000 

Other 5/ 

152,612,795 

152,612,795 

Unallocated Costs 6/ 

545,759,000 

561,852,000 

Total 

$5,446,119,396 

$5,525,559,153 


1/ FY 20n includes $1,021,356,962 for costs allocated to Indian irrigation which is eligible for deferral under the 
Leavitt Act, and $426,728,05 1 for costs allocated to non-lndian Irrigation. 

2/ Environmental enhancement is one ofthe originally authorized project purposes under Title 111, Section 301(a) of 
P.L. 90-537. 

3/ Includes ail costs associated with the non-Indian Distribution Systems. These costs are not allocated as part of the 
allocation procedure, but are assigned directly to the entities constructing and repaying these facilities. Systems include 
those for municipal use. $4,524,173 and ten iraigation districts, $295,885,388. 

4/ Indian Distribution Systems is listed separately because water may be used for inigatlon, domestic, municipal, and 
industrial purposes on the reservations in accordance with the Secreiaiy’s Decision published March 24, 1983. 

5/ Includes non-reimbursable costs of $45,247,978 for cultural resources as authorized under Section 7 ofthe 
Archeological and Historic Preservation Act of 1974 (P.L, 93-291), $3,500,000 for Pima County flood and erosion 
control near the city of Marana, and $50,91 1,629 non-reimbursable siphon repair costs as authorized under Title 
XXXIX of P.L- 102-575. Also, includes prepaid costs of $985,000 for the State of Arizona, $963,000 for contributed 
investigation costs, $900,277 for the Colorado River Division studies, $861,838 from Maricopa County, Arizona, 
$638,478 from Salt River Project for Reclamation to evaluate increasing power generation at the Theodore Roosevelt, 
$300,000 from the Stale of New Mexico, $84,039 from the City of Tucson for the Tucson pipeline, Maricopa County 
recreation cost share of $ 12,540,91 1, recreation partners cost share of $35,58 1, 000 for Tucson Reliability and Hayden- 
Rhodes and Tucson aqueducts, and $98,645 from Central Arizona Water Conservation District for New River Siphon 
modification. 

6/ Includes costs of $484,036,000 for the Middle Gila Division and Upper Gila Division which will be allocated when 
all the beneficiaries and repayment entities are identified and functions determined. Also includes $77,816,000 for the 
Drainage Division. P.L, 108-451 provides funding for the ultimate construction ofthe Upper Gila Division at a 
minimum of $66,000,000 and a maximum of $128,000,000, if certain conditions are met and the State ofNew Mexico 
decides to move forward with a New Mexico Unit ofthe Central Arizona Project. Construction ofthe Middle Gila and 
Drainage divisions has been deferred indefinitely. 
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Colorado River Basin Projecl - Central Arizona Project 


METHODOLOGY: The saine methodology was used for the cost allocation as was presented in the 
FY 2010 Budget Proposals. 

Irrigation increased by $2,754,965 due to water use projected for non-Indian irrigators. 

Power decreased by $764,599 as a result of decreased joint costs allocated to power. 

Municipal and Industrial Water increased by $2,568,330 due to water allocations. 

Recreation increased by $5,541 ,435 due to increased costs to complete the project. 

Environmental Enhancements did not change. 

Flood Control decreased by $70,374 due to changes in joint costs allocated. 

Non-Indian Distribution Systems did not change. 

Indian Distribution Systems increased by $53,31 7,000 due to the cost of construction. 

Other did not change. 

Unallocated Costs increased by $ 1 6,093,000 due to indexing of projected prices. 

OTHER INFORMATION; 

Water Allocations : A final notice of allocation of project water for Indian irrigation use was published in the 
Federal Register on October 18, 1976. On December I, 1980, the Secretary announced a modified allocation 
and raised the Indians’ priority for receiving water. The modified allocation also increased the amount of 
project water allocated as Indian Priority water to 309,828 acre-feet. The Secretary approved the allocation of 
project water to non-Indian irrigation users, municipal and industrial water users, and Indian users on 
February 10, 1983. On November 28, 1990, the Fort McDowell Indian Community Water Rights Settlement 
Act was passed that authorized the Secretary to convert Harquahala Valley Irrigation District’s original 
Central Arizona Project agricultural priority water to an Indian Priority water of up to 33,25 1 acre-feet. Upon 
conversion action, the Indian Priority water increases to 343,079 acre-feet. Ten contracts providing water to 
1 2 Indian communities have been executed. Settlement negotiations concerning operations and repayment of 
the Central Arizona Project resulted in a stipulated settlement filed with the Federal Court on May 9, 2000, 
and finalized on November 2 1 , 2007. The Arizona Water Settlements Act, P.L. 1 08-45 1 was signed into law 
December 10, 2004 and amended in December 2007. The Secretary reallocated water on August 25, 2006 in 
accordance with the Act, which provides up to 667,724 acre-feet under contract with Arizona Indian Tribes or 
available to the Secretary of Interior for future assignment to Arizona Indian Tribes. Similarly, up to 764,276 
acre-feet are under contract or available to non-Indian municipal and industrial entities, the Arizona 
Department of Water Resources, and non-Indian Agricultural entities. 

Water Service Contracts : A water service subcontract form was approved by the Secretary in July 1 983 and 
by the Central Arizona Water Conservation District in November 1983. All of the original non-Indian 
irrigation districts have declined or relinquished their subcontracted entitlements. The New Magma Irrigation 
and Drainage District had its subcontract terminated under a plan approved by the United States Bankruptcy 
Court in 1 995. A portion of the Maricopa Stanfield Irrigation and Drainage District’s entitlement was 
reassigned to the Arizona State Land Department, who currently holds the only non-Indian Agricultural 
subcontract. There are 58 municipal and industrial water service subcontracts totaling 620,678 acre-feet, in 
March 1991, the State of Arizona provided recommendations to the Secretary for non-contraeted water. On 
February 5, 1 992, the Secretary published in the Federal Register the final notice reallocating 29.3 percent of 
the project water supply which was allocated to non-Indian agricultural uses, but not yet contracted. Draft 
contracts were developed by Reclamation but never offered due to independent and unapproved contract 
actions taken by the Central Arizona Water Conseivration District. The Arizona Department of Water 
Resources sent a recommendation to the Secretary of the Interior on January 20, 2000, to allocate the 
remaining current unallocated municipal and industrial priority water to various municipal and industrial 
entities within the State. The Secretary made final allocations on August 25, 2006, to coincide with the 
Arizona Water Settlements Act, P.L. 1 08-451 as described above. The Act also provides for amendments to 
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Colorado River Basin Project — Central Arizona Project 


Central Arizona Project contract and subcontracts to provide permanent service contracts with initial delivery 
terms of at least 100 years. The Tohono O’Odham Nation Central Arizona Pro ject water deliveiy contract 
was amended pursuant to the Arizona Water Settlement Act and was executed on May 5, 2006. The Gila 
River Indian Community’s Central Arizona Project water delivery contract was amejided pursuant to the 
Arizona Water Settlement Act and was executed on May 15, 2006. 

Power : The Colorado River Basin Project Act provided for the Secretary of the Interior to enter into an 
agreement with non-Federal interests, whereby the Federal government acquired the right to 24.3 percent of 
the power produced at the non-Federal Navajo Generating Station. The agreement also includes the delivery 
of power and energy over the transmission facilities to delivery points within the Central Arizona Project area. 
Capital improvements of approximately .t 1 0 1 ,800,000 for new sulfur dioxide scrubbers reduced visibility 
degradation pollution. These became operational in August 1999. 

Plan 6 : The Central Arizona Project, as originally authorized, included Orme Danr arrd Reservoir. In 1984, 
Plan 6 replaced this regulatory storage component of the Central Arizona Project. Plan 6 originally irrcluded 
New Waddell Dam, Modified Theodore Roosevelt Dam, and CliffDarn. In June 1987, CliffDam was deleted 
from Plan 6 by mutual agreement with the State, the Secretary, Congressional, and environmental interests. 
The funding agreement was amended in October 1987, to reflect the deletion of CliffDam from Plan 6. 
Construction of all Plan 6 facilities, including Safety of Dams, is complete. The funding agreement was 
amended again on Deeember 21,1 993, to reassign the water rights and repayment obligation of the Hohokam 
Irrigation and Drainage District to the Plan 6 city participants to satisfy the Cliff Dam water entitlement. 
Section 4(a) of the Salt River Pima-Maricopa Indian Community Water Rights Settlement Act of October 
1988, P.L. 100-512, provided the Community with 7,000 acre-feet of storage space from the cities’ share of 
the new conservation space behind Theodore Roosevelt Dam. This decreased the cities’ contribution by 
$1,208,000. This portion of Theodore Roosevelt Dam was federally funded in FY 1995 from Reclamation's 
Indian Water Rights Settlement Act Project, reducing the Central Arizona Project share of the cost. 

Siphons : After a 1987 corrosion monitoring program. Reclamation determined that six Hayden-Rhodes 
siphons contained defects that could cause failures. Reclamation studies determined that the principle causes 
of the siphon deterioration were defective wire used to reinforce the concrete pipe and incomplete encasement 
of the prestressing wire with Portland cement slurry and mortar coating. Reclamation’s Contracting Officer 
rendered a Final Decision on September 28, 1995, concluding the contractor was liable to the government for 
the siphons’ distress and demanded reimbursement of$39,500,000 for the repair and replacement costs. The 
contractor appealed the Final Decision to the Interior Board of Contract Appeals. 

On June 8, 1999, the Judge issued a decision denying the contractor’s Motion for Partial Summary Judgment. 
The hearing began on November 6, 2000. On January 4, 2001, the judge issued an order staying trial 
proceedings pending the parties’ attempts to resolve the appeals through mediation. A final settlement 
agreement, approved by the Interior Board of Appeals Judge on January 28, 2003, provided for payment to be 
made to the Bureau of Reclamation for $ 1 0,000,000. The settlement has been paid in full and an order 
dismissing the appeals with prejudice has been issued. Repairs have been substantially completed on the 
siphons. The total cost to repair all six siphons is estimated at $101,800,000. Title XXXIX, Siphon Repair 
and Replacement, of P.L. 102-575, October 30, 1992, made 50 percent of the siphon repair costs non- 
reimbursable. 

Gila River Biological Opinion Litigation : On April 20, 1994, pursuant to Section 7 of the Endangered 
Species Act, the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS) issued its final Biological Opinion on the 
transportation and delivery of Central Arizona Project water to the Gila River Basin. The Opinion concluded 
that long-term deliveries of Central Arizona Project water would jeopardize the continued existence of four 


Lower Colorado Region - 27 


54862A 



2062 


Colorado River Basin Project - Central Arizona Project 


native threatened or endangered fish species. In order for the project to avoid the likelihood of jeopardizing 
the continued existence of these species, the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service identified several reasonable and 
prudent alternatives that Reclamation would be required to implement. The measures include construction of 
fish barriers, public education programs, fish monitoring, and long-term funding for research and conservation 
actions. 

In 1997, litigation over the adequacy of the Biological Opinion was filed by both the Center for Biological 
Divei-sity and the Central Arizona Water Conservation District. On September 1 6, 2000, the District Court 
directed Reclamation to re-initiate consultation. The reinitiated consultation was completed on April 17, 

2001. As part of the reconsultation. Reclamation agreed to implement additional fish barriers to aid in the 
conservation of native fishes. 

On December 22, 2006, Reclamation again reinitiated Section 7 consultation to address potential effects to 
two newly listed species, the endangered Oila chub, the threatened Chiricahua leopard frog, and to integrate 
the Santa Cruz River sub-basin. The BO proposed construction of 3 tributary barriers in the Santa Cruz sub- 
basin and extension of funding transfers for an additional five years in lieu of the 2 mainstream barriers 
previously considered on the Santa Cruz River. Altogether Reclamation proposed construction of 12 fish 
barriers, 3 of which (Aravaipa Creek, Cottonwood Spring, and Fossil Creek) have already been completed, 
and a fourth (Bonita Creek) is nearly completed. Tlte remaining eight barriers are proposed to be completed 
within 1 5 years of the date of the finalized BO, with a minimum of three to be completed within each 5 year 
period. The BO also proposed to add lower Cienega Creek in the Santa Cruz River sub-basin to our fish 
monitoring obligations, increasing the amount of annual funding to FWS from“$500,000 to $550,000 to 
accommodate additional conservation actions tor Gila chub, and offered a one-time transfer of $ 1 00,000 to 
FWS to assist with Chiricahua leopard frog recovery efforts. A final BO was received on May 1 5, 2008, 
which incorporated all of Reclamation’s proposals as conservation measures. This consultation is now 
completed. 

Southwestern Willow Flycatcher Litigation : Reclamation initiated formal consultation with the United 
States Fish and Wildlife Service on potential impacts from operation of the Modified Roosevelt Dam on the 
endangered southwestern willow flycatcher in September 1995. On January 8, 1996, Reclamation was sued 
by the Southwest Center for Biological Diversity which alleged that Reclamation should supplement its 1 990 
environmental assessment on Modified Roosevelt Dam due to newly identified impacts to the flycatcher. On 
March 1 2, 2000, the Federal judge ruled on the Southwest Center for Biological Diversity’s motion for 
summary judgment. The court concluded that the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service fully complied with the 
requirements under the Endangered Species Act. The court further concluded that Reclamation did not act 
arbitrarily or capriciously in its evaluation of alternatives in the 1 996 environmental assessment and that 
Reclamation did not violate the National Environmental Policy Act. 

APPROPRIATION CEILING: Appropriations authorized are $4,424,950,000 (October 2009). The 
comparable Federal obligation is $4,727,583,970 which exceeds the appropriation ceiling by more than the 
amount of contingencies included in the obligation. Legislation to provide additional appropriation ceiling 
would be needed to complete tlie total project as authorized. Current estimated commitments are within the 
existing ceiling due to the indefinite deferral of $496,434,000 for the Middle Gila Division and Drainage 
System. 

The non-Indian distribution systems authorized by Section 309(b) of P.L. 90-537 and P.L. 97-373 were 
completed in FY 1997. The final Federal obligation is $240,951,222. The authorized ceiling at the time of 
substantial completion was $347,466,000 (October 1996). 
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IMPACTS OF RECOVERY ACT FUNDING: The Recovery Act funding is for the acceleration of 
construction for the Indian water distribution system for the Gila River Indian ComEnunity and partial funding 
for one fish barrier. The funding for the Blue River fish barrier is not a part of the current year request and 
would have been requested through increases in future years. 

WORK PROPOSED FOR FY 2011: 

Water and Energy Management and Development - 

Reaulatorv Storage Division - Theodore Roosevelt Da m - Completes contract close out activities for the 
Southwestern Willow Flycatcher Recovery Plan. 1 85,000 

Upper Gila Division - Continues to provide planning assistance on technical, environmental, socio-economic, 
and cultural resource issues to assist New Mexico in determining whether to pursue a construction project or 
other water supply alternatives. 350,000 

T ucson Reli a bility Division - Begins developing Record of Decision for the Northwest Reliability Reservoir. 
Continues work with other regional Cential Arizona Project subcontiactors to identify reliability needs. 

378,000 

Indian Distribution Division - Gila River Indian Community. Pima Marieooa Irrigation Project (P-MIP) -The 
Pima Canal (Reaches BW-I A and BW-1 B) is a joint works canal that will convey water from the turnout on 
the CAP aqueduct to the reservation, and will be the main water supply source for both projects (SCIP and P- 
MIP) when completed. As a joint works facility, the cost to construct the Pima Canal and its appurtenances 
will be shared by both P-MIP (CAP) and SCIP (Arizona Water Settlements Act). The Gita River Indian 
Community will continue program administration for all the tribal contractor programs, and continue 
construction for the Pima Feeder canal lining and chute structure. 1 2,500,000 

San Carlos Aoaclie Tribe - Begins project designs of a Black River Diversion and Conveyance System project 
configuration. Designs will focus on the Black River diversion dam, pumping plant, and pipeline 
specifications for the diversion of 1 2,700 acre-feet annually. Continues data collection, investigatory drilling 
activities, aerial surveys, and develop/refine geologic and topographic maps. Continues work on the National 
Environmental Policy Act activities (Environmental Impact Statement) and cultural resource surveys and 
mitigation requirements. 5,593,000 

Southern Arizona Water Rights Settlement Act Distribution System - The authorized San Xavier Cooperative 
Farm extension will be constructed in two phases to allow the efficient development of farm operations as the 
farm is expanded. Phase I of the extension will include about 350 acres of land adjacent to the lands at the 
south end of the farm. This extension will be identical to the configuration of the farm rehabilitation and is in 
close proximity to the rest of the farm making logistics much easier for the San Xavier Cooperative Farm to 
manage. Phase II will be further south and extend several miles. The land is more uneven and will require a 
different type of irrigation. Continues construction of Phase 1 of the Farm extension. 

5,375,000 

Other CAP IDD Systems - The Tonto Apache Tribe will continue to work with other water users to develop a 
reliable municipal source on reservation. The Yavapai Apache Tribe will begin project designs and NEPA 
compliance activities and complete evaluation of alternatives. 543,000 

Total Indian Distribution Division 24,01 1,000 

LCRBDF - Arizona Water Settlements Act (24.01 1,000) 

0 


Lower Colorado Region -29 


54862A 



2064 


Colorado River Basin Project - Central Arizona Project 


Other Project Costs - Program Administration - Continues project inanagenient activities for the consolidated 
Central Arizona Project. Activities include preparation of reports on the entire project to meet congressional 
and departmental requirements relating to the project's overall construction program, and workers 
compensation associated with injuries incurred during the construction of Central Arizona Project. cost 
allocation, and project cost estimate. 745,000 

Curation Facilities - Continues refinement of the archaeological database, public education and outreach 
program, and curation management, training, and oveisight for the Huhugam Heritage Center repository. The 
increase is due to the centennial project activities. 880,000 

Native Fish Protection - Begins and completes construction of the Verde River fish barrier. Continues work 
with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service to meet legal requirements under the Section 7 Biological Opinion for 
the Gila River including non-native fish eradication, native fish conservation, and the education and 
information program. Completes construction of the Sheehy Springs fish barrier. The increase is caused by 
rising construction costs and additional barrier construction. 5,453,000 

Total Other Project Costs 7,078,000 

Subtotal, Water and Energy Management and Development 57,991,000 

Land Management and Development - 

Recreation Development - Continues park development at Reach 1 1 with the City of Phoenix, trail 
development with Pima County; park development with the town of Marana; and public recreation 
facilities with Pinal County. The increase is for development of public trails. 1,1 74,000 
Non-Federal Non-Cash Participation - City of Phoenix, Pinal County, Marana 1538.000') 

636.000 

Land Management - Begins Lake Pleasant visitor center improvement and compliance with the Americans 
with Disabilities Act. Continues land management activities for Reclamation lands for which there is no 
operating entity or facilities. Continues to develop partnerships and agreements for transferring operational 
responsibilities for these lands, including County Trails Program activities. Continues coordination with the 
Bureau of Land Management to return excess withdrawn lands; review of applications, mandatory reports, and 
record management actions; cultural resource administration; and field reviews. 4 1 3,000 

Recreation Management - Continues sponsorship of the “Catch a Special Thrill (CAST) for Kids” fishing day 
at Lake Pleasant. 1 5,000 

Subtotal, Land Management and Development 1,064,000 

Facility Operations - 

Distribution Systems - Continues to administer amended repayment and water allocation contracts with 
distribution system entities to comply with the Arizona Water Settlements Act. Continues to review crop 
census reports; monitor water district reserve funds; detennine interest for non-agricultural water use and co- 
mingling fees; perfonn municipal and industrial conversion actions; and other administrative actions 
associated with the Districts. Continues to perfonn engineering reviews on facility modifications and 
relocations, execute land use agreements, and update records and drawings. 372,000 
Non-Federal Cash Contributions: Various 180.000') 

292.000 

Subtotal, Facility Operations 292,000 
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Facility Maintenance and Rehabilitation - Continues dam safety, program management, structure and 
facility examinations; preparation and review of examination reports; update of drawings and facility records; 
performance of risk assessments, preparation and implementation of recommendations for corrective work and 
development of facility ratings; and development and evaluation of emergency management programs and 
procedures. 

Facility Maintenance and Rehabilitation 69,000 

Reclamation Request $9,416,000 

SEE APPENDIX FOR: Benefit Cost Ratios as ofOctober 1, 2010 
Land Certification 

Obligations by Function for Operating Projects 
Status of NEPA Compliance 
Status of Water Service and Repayment Contracts 
Summary of Irrigation Investments 
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Colorado River Basin Salinity Control Project - Title I 

LOCATION: This project is located in southwestern Arizona in Yuma County and southeastern 
California in Imperial County. 

DESCRIPTION/JUSTIFICATION: The project activities include meeting Minute 242 salinity 
requirements of the 1944 Treaty with Mexico; maintaining the bypass drain in the United States and 
Mexico; operating and maintaining the wellfield; maintaining the Yuma Desalting Plant (YDP); and 
resolving bypass flow replacement obligations. 

The project provides for the enhancement and protection of the quality of water available in the Colorado 
River for the United States and the Republic of Mexico and compliance with the requirements of Minute 
242 approved August 30, 1973, under the 1944 Treaty with Mexico. In executing the plan to reduce the 
quantity and improve the quality of Wellton-Mohawk Division drainage so the majority of it can be 
credited toward treaty deliveries, several measures were implemented: (1) construction of the Yuma 
Desalting Plant; (2) construction of the bypass drain in the United States and Mexico; (3) implementation 
of the Wellton-Mohawk Irrigation Efficiency Improvement Program; (4) Wellton-Mohawk acreage 
reduction; (5) Painted Rock Reservoir land acquisition and operation schedule modification; (6) 
construction of the Main Outlet Drain Extension Siphon; and (7) completion of environmental mitigation 
measures. 

AUTHORIZATION: P.L. 93-320, Colorado River Basin Salinity Control Act, Title I, June 24, 1974; 
and P.L. 96-336, Amend Colorado River Basin Salinity Control Act, September 4, 1 980. 

COMPLETION DATA: As of September 30, 2009, the project was 91 percent complete. The 14wells 
and associated features and the Protective and Regulatory Pumping Unit were completed in FY 1 979; an 
additional 7 wells and associated features were completed in FY 1984; additional wells and associated 
features will be constructed based on need. The Desalting Complex Unit was completed in FY 1 991 and 
test operation of the main facility was completed and production of desalting water began in FY 1 992. In 
FY 1993, the Yuma Desalting Plant was placed in ready reserve status. 

PERFORMANCE INFORMATION: This project is aligned with the following Department of the 
Interior 's Strategic Plan end outcome goal: Deliver Water Consistent with Applicable State and Federal 
Law, in an Environmentally Responsible and Cost-Efficient Manner, The intermediate outcome is 
Operate and Maintain a Safe and Reliable Water Infrastructure. The performance measure is Facilities 
Reliability - Water infrastructure are in fair to good condition as measured by the Facility Reliability 
Rating. The Activity Based Costing/Managemenl alignment includes; 4J - Operate Conveyance 
Facilities and 4M - Maintain Water Conveyance Facilities. 
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SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 


Program Financial Data 


Activity 

FY 2010 

FY2011 

Facility Operations 

$2,123,000 

$2,453,000 

Facility Maintenance and Rehabilitation . 

8,871,000 

8,083,000 

Enacted/Request 

$10,994,000 


Non-Federal 

10,594,142 


Prior Year Funds 

1,336 

0 

Total Program 

$21,589,478 

$13,719,020 

Prior Year Funds/Non-Federal 

(10,595,478) 


Total Reclamation Allotment 

$10,994,000 

$10,536,000 1 


Total Cost Information 



Total 
Estimated Cost 

Total to 
9/30/09 1/ 


FY2010 

FY 2011 

Balance to 
Complete 

Reclamation 

$453,075,000 

$413,830,652 

$0 

■■Eg 

$0 

$39,244,348 


715,000 

715,000 

0 

mmm 

0 

0 

Total 

$453,790,000 

$414,545,652 

$0 

so 

$0 

$39,244,348 


1/ Total costs through 9/30/09 include anticipated ARRA costs. 

2/ Remaining ARRA funds to be obligated in FY 2010. Actual ARRA obligation accompli.shment thru 9/30/09 is 
$19,650 tor Facility Maintenance and Rehabilitation activities. 


Cost Allocation and Metbodoloi 


Allocation 

FY2010 

FY2011 

Irrigation 

$45,938,000 

$45,938,000 

Mexican Treaty 

407,688,000 

407,688,000 

Other 

164,000 

164,000 

Total 

$453,790,000 

$453,790,000 


1/ Nonreimbursable preauthorization investigations costs (P.L. 92-149). 


METHODOLOGY: The Separable Costs Remaining Benefits (SCRB) methodology of cost allocation 
has not been revised. 


APPROPRIATION CEILING: Ceiling calculation will no longer be prepared until such time as there 
is a need to construct additional Yuma Desalting Plant facilities. The authorized ceiling was 
$547,290,000 (October 2003) and the comparable estimated total Federal obligation was $453,790,000. 
The ceiling authorization is adequate to cover the project as currently proposed. 

OTHER INFORMATION: Reclamation will continue to maintain the Yuma Desalting Plant in a 
“ready-reserve” status and correct design deficiencies as funds become available. With adequate funding, 
the Yuma Desalting Plant could be ready for long-term operation at full capacity within 4 years. 
Reclamation in collaboration with representatives from California, Arizona, and Nevada signed a funding 
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agreement on October 30, 2009 for a pilot run of the Yuma Desalting Plant. During the pilot run the 
Yuma Desalting Plant is to operate at one-third of full capacity for 365 days. Operations are targeted to 
commence in May, 2010. 

Actual operation and maintenance of the Yuma Desalting Plant during the Pilot Run will require an 
additional estimated $16.56 million. Appropriated funding will total approximately $3.83 million and the 
balance of $12.73 million will be provided by a group of Municipal Utilities (Metropolitan Water District 
of Southern California, Central Arizona Water Conservation District, and Southern Nevada Water 
Authority), 

IMPACTS OF RECOVERY ACT FUNDING; 

Recovery Act funding allows for the repair and upgrade of the emergency turnout from the Main Outlet 
Drain Extension to the Colorado River. This replacement is needed in order to maintain compliance with 
the 1944 Treaty with Mexico. Funding also allows for the replacement of the Silt Density Index 
equipment for the Water Quality Improvement Center and the Yuma Desalting Plant, This replacement is 
needed in order to ensure Reclamation adheres to the mandate to keep the Yuma Desalting Plant in ready 
reserve status and increase operational readiness. Due to revised funding schedules, these activities had 
been postponed. These activities are not part of the current year request and would have been requested 
as increases in future years. 

WORK PROPOSED EOR FY 2011: 

Facility Operations - Continues operations and management of water quality to meet the 1944 Treaty 
with Mexico which requires the United States to deliver 1.5 million acrc-feet of Colorado River water 
annually to Mexico, unless reductions are established by the State Department and the International 
Boundary and Water Commission, due to extraordinary drought. Reclamation has constructed water 
delivery systems in the United States, added storage on the Colorado River, and developed salinity 
control facilities under the Colorado River Basin Salinity Control Program (CRBSCP), Title I to meet 
United States obligations under these Minutes. These facilities and programs permit Reclamation to 
maintain acceptable salinity levels in the water supplies delivered to Mexico, including the collection and 
analysis of data and reporting of salinity compliance. Continues efforts to provide for bypass flow 
replacement waters which are not counted as part of the 1 .5 million acre-feet of water required under the 
Treaty. Continues operations of portions of the Yuma Desalting Plant to generate potable water, fire 
protection water, electricity, heating and air conditioning, sewage disposal, and compressed air for the 
facility. The increase in ftmding is due to increased costs to comply with more stringent environmental 
and safety requirements; these regulations have changed. In addition, increased funding is required to 
cover cost increases from contracted services being passed on to Reclamation. 

$5,636,020 

Non-Federal - Various Municipal Utilities 13 .183. 0201 


$2,453,000 

Facility Maintenance and Rehabilitation - Continues maintenance of the Yuma Desalting Plant and 
facility and the Water Quality Improvement Center to preserve the assets as a means to provide adequate 
replacement waters under the Colorado River Basin Salinity Control Act. Continues quality assurance of 
maintenance activities. Continues inspections and reviews. Continues maintenance of the Yuma 
Desalting Plant to include water, electricity, heating and air conditioning, sewage disposal, and 
compressed air. 6,489,000 
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Continues maintenance of the United States and Mexico sections of the bypass drain and wellfield and 
conveyance systems required to meet Treaty requirements with Mexico. Water from the wellfield makes 
up a portion of the total deliveries to Mexico. Reclamation is completing an assessment of the capacity of 
the wellfield to identify replacement needs to ensure continued reliability of this water supply. The 
decrease in funding is due to the discontinuation of the System Conservalion/Forbearance program based 
on revised funding schedules. 1,594,000 

Subtotal, Facility Maintenance and Rehabilitation 
Reclamation Request 

SEE APPENDIX FOR: Benefit Cost Ratios as of October 1, 2010 

Obligations by Function for Operating Projects 
Project Repayment for FY 201 1 
Status of NEPA Compliance 
Status of Water and Repayment Contracts 
Summary of Irrigation Investments 


8.083.000 

$10,536,000 
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Colorado River Front Work and Levee System 

LOCATION: This project is located in Mohave, La Paz, and Yuma Counties in western Arizona; 
Riverside, San Bernardino, and Imperial Counties in southeastern California; and Clark County in 
southern Nevada, 

DESCRIPTIONAIUSTIFICATION: The Colorado River Front Work and Levee System extends 
approximately 700 river miles from Lee’s Ferry, Arizona (the division point between the upper and lower 
Colorado River Basins), to the International Boundary between the United States and Mexico. Colorado 
River Front Work and Levee System is a drainage and construction program to control floods, improve 
navigation, and regulate the flows of the Colorado River. 

The project regulates the meandering river channel by the use of bankline structures with riprap 
protection or a riprap protected dredge channel. Settling basins for trapping sediment have been built 
upstream from Topock Bridge and Laguna Dam. Water salvage activities along the lower Colorado River 
include controlling the size of open water areas, selective clearing of phreatophytes, draining the river 
valley, and establishing deeper backwater areas. 

AUTHORIZATION: P.L. 585, Colorado River Front Work and Levee System Adjacent to Yuma 
Project, March 3, 1925; P.L. 560, Colorado River Front Work and Levee System, January 21, 1927; 

P.L. 697, Amend Colorado River Front Work and Levee System Act, July 1, 1940; P.L. 469, Amend 
Colorado River Front Work and Levee System Act, June 28, 1946; P.L. 85-389, Amend Colorado River 
Front Work and Levee System Act, May 1, 1958; P.L. 99-450, Colorado River Floodway Protection Act, 
October 8, 1986; and Section 396 of P.L. 109-432, Tax Relief and Health Care Act of 2006, December 
20, 2006. 

PERFORMANCE INFORMATION: This project is aligned with the following DeparUnent of the 
Interior 's Strategic Plan end outcome goal; Deliver Water Consistent with Applicable State and Federal 
Law, in an Environmentally Responsible and Cost-Efficient Manner. The intermediate outcome is 
Complete Construction Projects to Increase Delivery Infrastructure and Water Availability. The 
performance measure is Facilities Reliability - Water infrastructure are in fair to good condition as 
measured by the Facility Reliability Rating. The Activity Based Costiiig/Management alignment includes 
4C - Construct Water Conveyance Facilities and 4N - Construct Dams/Water Storage Facilities. 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 

Program Financial Data 
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Total Cost Information 





ARRA 

Funding 




Reclamation 

$162,448,000 

$128,345,943 

mmm 

$2,229,000 

$2,255,000 

$29,618,057 


172,291,000 

99,312,592 

mmm 

72,978,408 

0 

0 

ESSHiH 

$334,739,000 

$227,658,535 

$0 

$75,207,408 

$2,255,000 

$29,618,057 


"Adjustments include contributions of $1,400,000 from the State of California for California channel riparian 
restoration and contributions of $170,891,000 from Southern Nevada Water Authority for tlie Lower Colorado River 
Drop 2 Storage Reservoir. An agreement between Southern Nevada Water Authority and Reclamation was signed 
In December 2007, relating to the construction phase. 

APPROPRIATION CEILING: None 

WORK PROPOSED FORFV 20U: 

Water and Energy Management and Development - Begins work to improve/reconstruct backwaters, 
in Arizona and California, to increase freshening flows by installing inlet and ungated outlet structures. 
Continues to develop design alternatives and environmental compliance activities to improve river 
stability, prevent erosion, and reduce sediment transport along the Colorado River channel. Continues 
stabilization efforts in selected reaches, which includes the Mohave Valley area, which contributes to the 
hydrologic efficiency of the river and aids in sediment control. Completes work in the Palo Verde 
Irrigation District on one of the levee/spillways to reconstruct a section of the embankment and provide 
sufficient culvert capacity to carry the upstream flow. 

Reclamation Request $2,255,000 
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Colorado River Water Quality Improvement Program 

LOCATION: This project is located in the Colorado River Basin upstream of Imperial Dam in the States 
of Arizona, Califoniia, and Nevada in the Lower Colorado Region. 

DESCRIPTION/JUSTIFICATION: The purpose of this program is to develop a comprehensive, cost- 
effective program for water quality by gathering data, monitoring options for improvement, and salinity 
control in the Colorado River Basin in cooperation with the Basin States and other Federal agencies. 

The Colorado River is the major source of water for the southwestern United States and the Republic of 
Mexico. Salinity and other contaminants cause about $750 million per year in damages to domestic, 
industrial, and agricultural users. The Federal Government is involved in the program because of its vast 
ownership of saline lands in the Basin and the existence of salinity and other contaminants found in the 
River. Reclamation leads the program because most of the cost-effective opportunities to control salinity 
and other contaminants involve improvements in irrigation efficiency and water conservation. Prevention 
is much more cost-effective than treating water after the salt and related contaminants enter the river 
system. In addition, increased concentrations of residual pharmaceuticals, fertilizers, pesticides, and 
personal care products are impacting the quality of limited water supplies in the lower Colorado River, For 
this reason. Reclamation has initiated an evaluation of effects of municipal effluent on the tower Colorado 
River. 

AUTHORIZATION; P.L. 93-320, Colorado River Basin Salinity Control Act, June 24, 1974; 

P.L. 98-569, Colorado River Basin Salinity Control Act Amendment, October 30, 1984; and P.L. 104-298, 
Water Desalination Act, August I, 1996. 

PERFORMANCE INFORMATION: This project is aligned with the following Department of the 
Interior’s Strategic Plan end outcome goal: Deliver Water Consistent with Applicable State and Federal 
Law, in an Environmentally Responsible and Cost-Efficient Manner. The intermediate outcome is 
Effective Water Management to Optimize Supply. The Activity Based Costing/Management alignment 
includes 22 - Plan for Water and Related Use. 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 


Program Financial Data 


Activity 

FY 2010 

FY 2011 

Water and Energy Management and Development 

$1 10,000 

$260,000 

Enacted/Request 


$260,000 

Non-Federal 

0 

0 

Prior Year Funds 

12,956 

0 

Total Program 

$122,956 


Prior Year Funds/Non-Federal 

(12,956) 

0 1 

Total Reclamation Allotment 

$110,000 



Investigation Costs: Initiation: FY 1972 


Completion; Ongoing 
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Total Cost Information 



Total Estimated 
Cost 

Total to 
9/30/09 



FY 20 U 

Balance to 
Complete 

Reclamation 

mammm 





wmm 

Adjustments 



0 


HHKI 

0 1 

Total 


$9,737,290 

$0 

$110,000 

$260,000 

$591,518 1 


WORK PROPOSED FOR FY 201 1 

Water and Energy Management and Development - Continues Las Vegas Wash, Palo Verde Irrigation 
and Drainage District, and Colorado River monitoring of salinity levels and other contaminants for impacts 
on water quality in the lower Colorado River. Continues to evaluate the effects of urbanization on the 
lower Colorado River. Continues to conduct program verification, monitoring, evaluation, and 
coordination activities. Increase in funding is due to revised work activities. 

Reclamation Request $260,000 
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Endangered Species Conservation/Recovery Project 

LOCATION; Projects are located at various sites within the Lovver Colorado Region in Arizona, 
southern California, and southern Nevada. 

DESCRIPTION/JUSTIFICATION: This program provides for the development and implementation of 
projects for the stewardship of endangered, threatened, proposed, and candidate species that are resident or 
migratory to habitats within the Lower Colorado Region. The principal threatened and endangered species 
and their habitat include the razorback sucker, southwestern willow flycatcher, flat tailed horned lizard. 
Virgin River chub, bonytail chub, Yuma clapper rail, woundfin minnow, southern steelhead, and the Little 
Colorado River spinedace. Specific activities include the continued monitoring of a refugia for endangered 
. fishes on the Lower San Pedro River Preserve; several projects for the benefit of endangered fish species; 
and nestwatch programs for the bald eagle in central Arizona. The Sonoran Desert nesting bald eagle 
population is still listed as threatened pending a status review by the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service. 

AUTHORIZATION: P.L. 93-205, Endangered Species Act of 1973, December 28, 1973, as amended. 

COMPLETION DATA: These actions are taken to maintain and improve existing resident populations 
or localized critical habitats for migrating endangered species within areas under Reclamation’s 
jurisdiction within the lower Colorado River corridor and the Gila River Basin. An ultimate completion 
date for these actions cannot be determined. These stewardship actions will continue for as long as 
Reclamation manages lands, water, and power operations within the Lower Colorado Region. 

PERFORMANCE INFORMATION: This project Is aligned with the following Department of the 
Interior's Strategic Plan end outcome goal: Deliver Water Consistent with Applicable State and Federal 
Law, in an Environmentally Responsible and Cost-Efficient Manner. The intermediate outcome is Operate 
and Maintain a Safe and Reliable Water Infrastructure. The Activity Based Costing/Management 
alignment includes 8K - Implement Environmental Recommendations. 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 


Program Financial Data 


Activity 

FY2Q10 

FY 201 1 

Fish and Wildlife Management and Development 

$645,000 

$700,000 

Enacted/Request 

$645,000 

$700,000 

Non-Federal 



Prior Year Funds 


0 

Total Program 

$948,945 

$1,000,000 

Prior Year Funds/Non-Federai 

(303,945) 


Total Reclamation Allotment 

$645,000 

$700,000 1 
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Endangered Species Conservafion/Recovery Project 


Total Cost Inrormation 





ARRA 

Funding 

FY 2010 

FY 201 1 

Balance to 
Complete 




$0 


$700,000 





0 

IHBIHS 

300,000 


Total 

N/A 


$0 

$945,000 

$1,000,000 

N/A 


1/ Non-Federal and other Federal cost-sharing; U.S. Bureau of Land Management, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, 
Arizona Game and Fish Department, U.S. Forest Service, and Salt River Project. 


APPROPRIATION CEILING: N/A. 

WORK PROPOSED FOR FY 2011; 

Fish and Wildlife Management and Development - 

Area Office Endangered Species Activities & Program Administration - Continues work on outreach 
programs at all area offices to do initial investigations into endangered species conservation and 
recovery projects with Federal, non-Federal, and state agencies. Continues regional endangered species 
coordination and management activities. $350,000 

Bald Eagle Conservation Activities - Continues annual winter flights and occupancy-reproductive 
assessment, helicopter surveys, nestwatch activities, and participation on the Southwestern Bald Eagle 
Management Committee. Reclamation’s continued support will be critical to implementation of the 
Arizona Bald Eagle Conservation Strategy in the event the Sonoran Desert eagle population is de-listed. 

390,000 

Non-Federal - Various (3 00.0001 

90,000 

Flat Tailed Horned Lizard Study - Continues field data collection in accordance with the Flat Tailed 
Horned Lizard Rangewide Management Study. Specific data include surveys to determine population and 
distribution in both designated management areas and known occupied habitat. Data serves to provide 
guidance for the conservation and management of sufficient habitat to maintain existing populations of the 
lizards. 50,000 

Lake Rearing Coves Dive Team - Continues dive and boating operations as necessary to support and assist 
with the Lake Mohave Razorback Sucker Restoration Program. Activities include underwater videos of 
spawning fish, surveying backwaters, netting to monitor adult fish, collection of larvae, purchase or repair 
of marine equipment, and boat operator training and safety. 33,000 

Little Colorado River Soinedace Conservation and Recovery - Begins work on implementation of 
conservation actions identified in the Fish and Wildlife Service Little Colorado River Spinedace Recovery 
Plan. The work will include surveys, investigation into propagation techniques, and identification of 
streams for repatriation. Work will also include preliminary surveys to identify locations and feasibility of 
fish barriers. Funding may also be used to remove non-native fish from the Blue Ridge Reservoir behind 
C.C. Cragin Dam. 35,000 
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Endangered Species Conservalion/Recovery ProjecI 

Riparian Birds Habitat - Begins work on activities that would protect and create new habitat for the benefit 
of the southwestern willow flycatcher and Yuma clapper rail along the lower Colorado River’s migratory 
route. Activities would consist of protecting and enhancing existing habitats and creating new habitat 
areas for these species. Funding would be used to establish native riparian, wetland and aquatic areas, in 
addition to providing educational programs that protect these habitats. 32,000 


Santa Margarita Steelhead Recovery - Begins work on the design and construction of a fish passage 
structure around the inflatable dam proposed as part of the Santa Margarita River Conjunctive Use Project. 
Work would include a 200 to 350 foot rock-ramp fishway around the proposed inflatable diversion 
structure. 1 0,000 

Virgin River Endangered Fishes - Continues activities on the Virgin River, in cooperation with state and 
Federal agencies, to reduce predation by non-native fishes on the endangered fish in the river. 

Reclamation currently participates on the Virgin River Fishes Recovery Team. Work will include 
participation in cooperative meetings, habitat improvement, conservation and recovery efforts, and habitat 
and population assessments. 1 00,000 

Reclamation Request $700,000 
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Halfway Wash Project/Study 
LOCATION: The project is located in Clark County, Nevada. 

DESCRIPTION/JUSTIFICATION: The objective of this study is to evaluate the potential for diverting 
and treating water from the Lower Virgin River. The Virgin Valley Water District (District) is interested 
in investigating the potential for capturing and using Virgin River water. The District has completed an 
Integrated Water Resource Plan, which is a report on future population, water demand growth, and 
diversion options from the siit-laden Virgin River. Water resources in the northeastern portion of Clark 
County, Nevada, are becoming very scarce. The Mesquite area, served by the District, is one of the fastest- 
growing cities in the United States. 

Since the water quality is poor and the silt content high. Virgin River water cannot be used as a municipal 
water source. Current plans are to capture Virgin River water through horizontal wells in the riverbed. 
Horizontal collector wells, or Ranney Wells, are the preferred diversion option due to the high sediment 
load of the Virgin River. Water pumped from the wells would induce seepage from the river, and the silt 
would be deposited in the river alluvium. 

In 2003, the District and Reclamation analyzed the river’s water quality to detennine the most cost- 
effective treatment method for the heavy silt and sediment content in the river. This year-long effort was 
conducted by utilizing Reclamation's mobile pilot water treatment lab. The findings report recommended 
a specific water treatment plan for the Virgin River vvater 

The District installed a test well and observation wells at the confluence of Halfway Wash and the Virgin 
River, the original site. Pumping tests to determine aquifer characteristics were delayed by flooding of the 
Virgin River in 2005. The flood events destroyed some of the observation wells, and the District was not 
able to replace the wells and begin pump tests until late 2006. The District is currently pursuing a site 
closer to Mesquite for installation of the Ranney well to test its effectiveness as a means to divert river 
water for municipal use. 

AUTHORIZATION: Reclamation Act of 1902, June 17, 1902; and P.L. 74-46, Soil and Moisture 
Conservation Act, April 27, 1935 (16 U.S.C. 590a-590i). 

PERFORMANCE INFORMATION: This project is aligned with the following Department of the 
Interior 's Strategic Plan end outcome goal: Deliver Water Consistent with Applicable Stale and Federal 
law, in an Environmentally Responsible and Cost-Efficient Manner. The intermediate outcome is 
Effective Water Management to Optimize Supply. The Activity Based Costing/Management alignment 
includes 22 - Plan for Water and Related Use. 
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Halfway Wash Project / Study 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 


Program Financial Data 


Activity 

FY 2010 

FY2011 

Water and Energy Management and Development 

$119,000 

$75,000 

Enacted/Request 



Non-Federai 



Prior Year Funds 

443 

0. 1 

Total Program 

$238,443 


Prior Year Funds/Non-Federal 



Total Reclamation Allotment 

$119,000 

$75,000 


Investigation Costs; Initiation: FY 2002 Completion: 2011 

COST-SHARING: Virgin Valley Water District and/or Southern Nevada Water Authority 


Total Cost Information 



Total Estimated 
Cost 1/ 

Total to 
9/30/09 

ARRA 

Funding 


FY 2011 

Balance to 
Complete 


$1,295,011 

$1,095,640 

$0 



$5,371 


624,138 

399,638 

0 

1 19,000 


30,500 

Total 

$1,919,149 

$1,495,278 

$0 



$35,871 II 


1/ Total Estimated Cost has been reduced due to a modified work schedule which will allow us to complete the study 
earlier than originally intended. 


WORK PROPOSED FOR FY 2011: 


Water and Energy Management and Development - Completes the prototype Ranney Well installation 
and completes summary of findings report to close out study. 


150.000 

Non-Federal - Virgin Valley Water District and/or Southern Nevada ( 75 . 000 ) 

Water Authority 75,000 


Reclamation Request 


575,000 
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Lake Meacl/Las Vegas Wash Program 
LOCATION; This project is located in Clark County, Nevada. 

DESCRIPTION/JUSTIFICATION: The Las Vegas Wash plays an important role in environmental and 
water resource issues in Southern Nevada. Approximately 25 percent of the Las Vegas Wash is managed 
by Reclamation. Historically, the Las Vegas Wash was an ephemeral stream carrying storm flows from the 
Las Vegas Valley to the Colorado River and Lake Mead. Urban development over the past 60 years has 
resulted in continuous treated wastewater discharges that resulted in the formation of the wetlands that 
helped remove nutrients from these wastewater flows. However, as the rate of these discharges increased, 
erosion also increased, gradually destroying the existing natural treatment systems and wildlife habitat. 

Today, the Las Vegas Wash is a perennial stream with flows that consist of four components: treated 
wastewater, storm water, urban runoff, and shallow groundwater. Accelerating erosion, declining water 
quality, and loss of wildlife habitat are some of the more pressing issues. Over the years, it is estimated 
that 1 1 million cubic yards of sediment and more than 1 ,700 acres of wetlands have been lost due to 
erosion. Because of the increased channelization and flows, as well as contaminated shallow groundwater, 
there are many problems to be resolved including reduction of erosion, improvement of water quality, and 
restoration of the natui al treatment systems and wildlife habitat. 

Due to the Federally-owned land in the Las Vegas Wash, and the impact of drainage from this land to the 
Colorado River and Lake Mead, Reclamation has an interest in maintaining and improving water quality. 
Reclamation also built the Robert B. Griffith Project (formerly the Southern Nevada Water Project), and 
outflows from that project affect the Las Vegas Wash. 

The purpose of this project is to develop and implement a management strategy for the Las Vegas Wash, to 
improve water quality, and reduce the salinity and sediment transport, while providing environmental 
enhancement and recreational opportunities. To date, 1 2 of 22 grade control structures have been built. 
Four were constructed by Reclamation. These, along with bank stabilization activities, have reduced the 
volume of sediment transported. Reclamation continues to assist in construction, revegetation efforts, 
scientific studies, and biological restoration activities. 

AUTHORIZATION: P.L. 74-46, Soil and Moisture Conservation Act, April 27, 1935; P.L. 106-541, 
Water Resources Development Act of 2000, December 1 1 , 2000; P.L. 1 09-1 03, Energy and Water 
Development Appropriations Act, 2006, Section 1 1 5, November 1 9, 2005.; and P. L. 110-161, 
Consolidated Appropriations Act, 2008, Division C, Section 206, December 26, 2007. 

COMPLETION DATA: As of September 30, 2009, this project is 83 percent complete. 

PERFORMANCE INFORMATION: This project is aligned with the following Department of the 
Interior 's Strategic Plan end outcome goal; Deliver Water Consistent with Applicable State and Federal 
law, in an Environmentally Responsible and Cost-Efficient Manner. The intermediate outcome is 
Complete Construction Projects to Increase Deliveiy Infrastructure and Water Availability. The Activity 
Based Costing/Management alignment includes 5G - Construct Other Structures/Non-Building. 
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Lake Mead/Las Vegas Wash Program 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 


Program Financial Data 


Activity 

FY 2010 

FY201I 

Water and Energy Management and Development 

$2,300,000 

$700,000 

Enacted/Request 

$2,300,000 


Non-Federal 

1,233,471 


Prior Year Funds 

329 

0 

Total Program 

$3,533,800 

$700,000 

Prior Year Funds/Non-Federal 

(1,233,800) 

0 

Total Reclamation Allotment 

$2,300,000 

$700,000 


Total Cost Information 



Total 

Estimated 

Cost 

Total to 
9/30/09 


FY 2010 

FY 201 1 

Balance to 
Complete 

Reclamation 




$2,300,000 

$700,000 

$479,000 

Adjustments 1/ 



0 

1,233,471 

0 

0 

1 Total 

$30,770,000 

$26,057,529 

$0 

$3,533,471 




1/ Includes cost-sharing from the Clark County Flood Control District, Clark County Department of Parks and 
Recreation, Southern Nevada Water Authority, Las Vegas Valley Water District, Clark County Sanitation District, 
City of Henderson, and City of Las Vegas. P.L. 1 06-54 1 , Section 529. calls fora minimum of35 percent in non- 
Federal cost-share. 

APPROPRIATION CEILING: P.L. 109-103, Energy and Water Development Appropriations Act, 
2006, Section 1 1 5, November 1 9, 2005, increased the appropriation ceiling from $1 0,000,000 to 
$20,000,000. The comparable Federal obligation is $20,000,000. 

WORK PROPOSED FOR FY 2011: 

Water and Energy Management and Development - Continues partnerships with representatives of 
local, state, and Federal agencies to control erosion in the Las Vegas Wash, which in turn will prevent 
wetland degradation and provide habitat diversity. Continues implementation of the Comprehensive 
Adaptive Management Plan developed by the Las Vegas Wash Coordination Committee, which identified 
44 action items for the long-tenn management of the Las Vegas Wash. Continues bank stabilization work 
as designed by the Southern Nevada Water Authority. Continues natural resource assessments and water 
quality monitoring. The decrease in funding is due to a reduction in the funding schedule. 

Reclamation Request 5700,000 
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Long Beach Area Water Reclamation Project 
LOCATION; This project is located in Los Angeles County, California. 
DESCRIPTION/JUSTIFICATION: This project consists of two units: 

The Alamitos Barrier Reclaimed Water Project will ultimately recycle about 8,000 acre-feet per year in lieu 
of imported water. Facilities will be constructed so that tertiary treated water from the existing Long 
Beach Water Reclamation Plant can be treated to advanced levels that can be used for groundwater 
injection into seawater intrusion barriere. Phase 1 was completed in 2005, and Phase 2 is scheditled to 
begin construction in 2011. 

The City of Long Beach Recycled Water System Expansion Project will construct an expansion of an 
existing distribution system that allows the use of recycled water throughout the city. The expansion 
consists of pumps, pipes, storage facilities, and control systems that would increase use of recycled water 
from 4,585 acre-feet per year to 1 6,677 acre-feet per year (including the Alamitos Barrier project). 

AUTHORIZATION: P.L. 102-575 - Title XVI, Reclamation Wastewater and Groundwater Study and 
Facilities Act, October 30, 1 992; and P.L. 104-266, Reclamation Recycling and Water Conservation Act of 
1996, October 9, 1996. 

COMPLETION DATA; As of September 30, 2009, the project is 57 percent complete. Alamitos Barrier 
Reclaimed Water Project is scheduled for completion in 2015, a delay of 3 years due to revised 
construction and funding schedules. City of Long Beach Recycled Water System Expansion Project is 
scheduled for completion in 2018. 

PERFORMANCE INFORMATION; This project is aligned with the following Department of the 
Interior ’s Strategic Plan end outcome goal; Deliver Water Consistent with Applicable State and Federal 
Law, in an Environmentally Responsible and Cost-Efficient Manner. The intermediate outcome is 
Complete Construction Projects to Increase Delivery Infrastructure and Water Availability. The 
performance measure is Increased Supply - Potential acre-feet made available through completion of 
projects. The Activity Based Costing/Management alignment may include: 8J - Enhance Water Supply. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 


Program Financial Data 


Activity 

FY2010 

FY 2011 

Water and Energy Management and Development 

$634,000 

$1,000,000 

Enacted/Request 

$634,000 

$1,000,000 

Non-Federal 

9,81 1,238 

11,094,148 

Prior Year Funds 

13,547 

0 

Total Program 

$10,458,785 

$12,094,148 

Prior Year Funds/Non-Federal 

(9,824,785) 

(11,094,148) 

Total Reclamation Allotment 

$634,000 

$1,000,000 
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Long Beach Area Water Redaitialioti Project 


Total Cost Information 



Total 

Estimated 

Cost 

Total to 
9/30/09 

ARRA 
Funding 2/ 

FY 2010 

FY 201 1 

Balance to 
Complete 

Reclamation 


■MMtl 

$478,750 

$634,000 

$1,000,000 

$6,959,250 

nsBn 




9,811,238 

11,094,148 

70,825,750 

Total 

$143,291,819 

$39,991,207 

$2,976,226 

$10,445,238 

$12,094,148 

$77,785,000 


!/ includes cost-sharing of $31,961,819 from the Water Replenishment District of Southern California for the 
Aiamitos Banter Reclaimed Water Project; and $91,330,000 from the City of Long Beach for the City of Long 
Beach Recycled Water System Expansion Project. 

2/ Actual ARRA obligation accomplishment thru 9/30/09 is $3,030. 


Cost Allocation and Methodology 


Allocation 

FY2010 

FY 2011 

Municipal and Industrial Water 

$142,230,000 

$143,291,819 

Total 




METHODOLOGY: The Separable Costs Remaining Benefits (SCRB) methodology of cost allocation 
has not been revised. The increase of $1,061,819 is due to an updated cost estitnate frotn the Water 
Replenishment District of Southern California, which will be applied to the non-Federal share. 

APPROPRIATION CEILING: P.L. 1 04-266, Reclamation Recycling and Water Conservation Act of 
1 996, imposed a ceiling of $20,000,000. The comparable Federal obligation is $20,000,000, which does 
not exceed the appropriation ceiling based upon current Reclamation policy. 

IMPACTS OF RECOVERY ACT FUNDING: Funds from the Recovery Act are being used for 
activities for the Aiamitos Barrier Project. The funds requested for FY 201 1 are for the Long Beach 
System Expansion component and for the construction of the Aiamitos Barrier, Phase 2. 

WORK PROPOSED FOR FY 2011: 

Water and Energy Management and Development - 

Aiamitos Barrier Project - Phase 2 - Continues work for construction of Phase 2, which consists of an 
expansion of the treatment facility that was constructed under Phase I . Increase is for a revised funding 
schedule. $3,094,148 

Non-Federal - Water Replenishment District of Southern California f2.799.l48') 

295.000 

City of Long Beach Recycled Water System Expansion Project - Continues work for construction of 
additional facilities to recycle water within the City of Long Beach. Increase is for a revised funding 
schedule. 9,000,000 

f8.295.000j 

705.000 

Reclamation Request $1,000,000 

SEE APPENDIX FOR: Benefit Cost Ratios as of October 1,2010 
Project Repayment for FY 201 1 
Status of NEPA Compliance 
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Long Beach Desalination Researcli and Development Project 
LOCATION: This project is located in Los Angeles County, Calitbrnia. 

DESCRIPTION/JUSTIFICATION: This is a research and development project tliat will determine the 
feasibility of a new method of seawater desalination that uses existing membrane technology. Significant 
cost savings due to lower energy requirements are anticipated. A pilot plant will be constructed and 
operated to determine feasibility, and if successful, a demonstration unitwill be constructed. 

AUTHORIZATION: P.L. ! 02-575 - Title XVI, Reclamation Wastewater and Groundwater Study and 
Facilities Act, October 30, 1 992; and P. L. 1 04-266, Reclamation Recycling and Water Conservation Act of 
1996, October 9, 1996. 

COMPLETION DATA: As of September 30, 2009, the project is 55 percent complete. The feasibility 
phase is scheduled for completion in 201 1. A delay of 1 year from that shown in the FY 2010 Budget 
Justifications is due to a revised funding schedule. Project is scheduled for completion in 2015. 

PERFORMANCE INFORMATION: This project is aligned with the following Department of the 
Interior's Strategic Plan end outcome goal; Deliver Water Consistent with Applicable State and Federal 
law, in an Environmentally Responsible and Cost-Efficient Manner. The intermediate outcome is 
Complete Construction Projects to Increase Delivery infrastructure and Water Availability. The 
performance measure is Increased Supply - Potential acre-feet made available through completion of 
projects. The Activity Based Costing/Managemenl alignment includes 8J - Enliaj^ce Water Supply. 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 


Program Financial Data 


Activity 

FY20I0 

FY 201 1 

Water and Energy Management and Devetopment 

$670,000 

$1,000,000 ] 

Enaoted/Request 

$670,000 

$1,000,000 

Non-Federal 

2,684,117 

6,595,000 

Prior Year Funds 

6,098 

0 

Total Program 

$3,360,215 

$7,595,000 

Prior Year Funds/Non-Federal 

(2,690,215) 


Total Reclamation Allotment 

$670,000 

$1,000,000 1 


Total Cost Information 



Total 

Estimated 

Cost 

Total to 
9/30/09 

ARRA 
Funding 21 

FY20IO 

FY 2011 

Balance to 
Complete 

Reclamation 

$20,000,000 

$8,035,000 

$3,006,005 

$670,000 

$1,000,000 

$7,288,995 

Adjustments 1/ 

73,260,000 

8,075,873 

3,006,005 

2,684,117 


52,899,005 

Total 

$93,260,000 

$16,110,873 

$6,012,010 

$3,354,117 

$7,595,000 



1/ Includes cost-sharing of $73,260,000 from the City of Long Beach. 

2/ Actual ARRA obligation accomplishment thru 9/30/09 is $2,866,976. 
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Long Beach Desalination Research and Development Project 


Cost Allocation and Methodology 


Allocation 

FY 2010 

FY 2011 

Municipal and Industrial Water 

$88,998,000 

$93,260,000 

Total 

$88,998,000 

$93,260,000 


METHODOLOGY: The Separable Costs Remaining Benefits (SCRB) methodolog)' of cost allocation 
has not been revised. The increase of $4,262,000 is due to updated cost estimates from the City of Long 
Beach, all of which will be applied to the non-Federal share. 

APPROPRIATION CEILING: P.L. 104-266, Reclamation Recycling and Water Conservation Act of 
1996, imposed a ceiling of $20,000,000. The comparable Federal obligation is $20,000,000, which does 
not exceed the appropriation ceiling based upon current Reclamation policy, 

IMPACTS OF RECOVERY ACT FUNDING: Funds from the Recovery Act will complete most of the 
feasibility studies, which should be completed in 2011. The funds requested for FY 201 1 will begin work 
on the demonstration unit. 

WORK PROPOSED FOR FY 2011: 

Water and Energy Management and Development - Continues work to detennine the feasibility of a 
new method of seawater desalination that uses existing membrane technology, including the evaluation of 
the pilot plant. Increase is for additional support for the demonstration of a new method of seawater 
desalination. $7,595,000 

Non-Federal - City of Long Beach f6.595.000') 

1,000,000 


Reclamation Request $1,000,000 

SEE APPENDIX FOR: Benefit Cost Ratios as of October 1 , 20 1 0 
Project Repayment for FY 201 1 
Status of NEPA Compliance 
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Lower Colorado River Investigations Program 

LOCATION: The Colorado River area from Lee Feriy, Arizona, to the Mexican border, including 
Coconino, Mojave, La Paz, and Yiiina Counties in Arizona; Clark County in Nevada; and San Bernardino, 
Riverside, Los Angeles, San Diego, Orange, and imperial Counties in California. 

DESCRIPTION/JUSTIFICATION: The objective ofthis ongoing program is to focus on the resolution 
of problems that arise from competing and often conflicting uses of the lower Colorado River. The river 
provides critical habitat to .several endangered species and is the main source of water for agriculture, 
municipal use, industrial use, and power production to Arizona, southern California, southern Nevada, and 
the Mexican states of Sonora and Baja California. It is also an important recreational resource for residents 
of Arizona, California, and Nevada and a traditional cultural and economic resource for Native American 
tribes throughout the same region. 

As demand has continued to escalate in the heavily populated and rapidly growing areas of southern 
California, southern Nevada, and northern and central Arizona, so have concerns about the availability, 
quality, and allocation of Colorado River water. Recently, drought conditions in southern California have 
depleted or diminished local supplies and imported supplies from northern California. Imported supplies 
from the Colorado River are also stressed from long-tenu drought conditions on the watershed, 
exacerbating the growing demands for water supplies in the Desert Southwest. Moreover, concerns about 
effects of water management on the river ecosystem have grown as new projects are undertaken to ensure 
water deliveries to these states and Mexico. 

In recent years, several large metropolitan areas in the Lower Colorado Region have suffered episodes of 
stage 3 power outages resulting in rolling blackouts. There are several issues contributing to the problem, 
including deregulation of the power industry in California, increased demand, and reluctance to build new 
generating facilities. 

The Power Evaluations Study would investigate Reclamation’s opportunities to enhance power generating 
capabilities and review the timeliness of previous power generation enhancement studies. A review of the 
current power markets could be included to explore opportunities for Reclamation to provide greater 
assistance in the optimization of power generation and distribution in the southwestern United States 
where power shortages have become a concern for many citizens. 

Management of the lower Colorado River by Reclamation is multi-faceted and includes, but is not limited 
to, water conservation, drought management, environmental restoration and enhancement, maintenance 
and preservation of natural treatment systems, salinity management practices, brine management and 
disposal, technology transfer, preservation of rural water supplies, seawater desalination, wastewater 
reclamation and reuse, power production, and recreation. Investigations undertaken in this program seek 
to facilitate cooperation and interface between entities that use lower Colorado River water in an effort to 
resolve conflicts. 

AUTHORIZATION: The Reclamation Act of 1902, June 17, 1902; P.L. 93-320, as amended, Colorado 
River Basin Salinity Control Act of June 24, 1974; and P.L. 93-375, Sec. 9, Solar Hydro Feasibility Study 
Authorization, October 3, 1980. 


Loiner Colorado Region -31 


54862A 



2086 


Lower Colora do River Invesiigauom Program 

PERFORMANCE INFORMATION: This project is aligned with the following Department of the 
Interior’s Strategic Plan end outcome goal: Deliver Water Consistent with Applicable State and Federal 
Law, in an Environmentally Responsible and Cost-Efficient Manner. The intermediate outcome is 
Effective Water Management to Optimize Supply. The Activity Based Costing/Management alignment 
includes 22 - Plan for Water and Related Use. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 

Program Financial Data 


Activity 

FY 2010 

FY201 1 

Water and Energy Management and Development 

$237,000 

$137,000 

Enacted/Request 

$237,000 

$137,000 

Non-Federal 


137,000 

Prior Year Funds 

9,981 

0 

Total Program 

$483,981 

$274,000 

Prior Year Funds/Non-Federal 



Total Reclamation Allotment 

$237,000 

$137,000 


COST-SHARING; Partners for the Brine Management Study include the Metropolitan Water District of 
Southern California, Santa Ana Watershed Project Authority, City of San Diego, San Diego County Water 
Authority, City of Los Angeles, California Department of Water Resources, Santa Ana Watershed Project 
Authority, Rancho California Water District, City of San Bernardino, Irvine Ranch Water District, Western 
Municipal Water District, Otay Water District, Southern California Salinity Coalition, Orange County 
Sanitation District, Sanitation Districts of Los Angeles County, Big Bear Area Regional Wastewater 
Agency, West Basin and Central Basin Municipal Water Districts, Inland Empire Utilities Agency, 

Arizona Department of Water Resources, City of Phoenix, and City of Tucson, Partners for the Colorado 
River Comprehensive Watershed Study include Bullhead City, Lake Havasu City, Needles, Blythe, Parker, 
Mohave County, and La Paz County. Partners for the Power Evaluations Study include California 
Department of Water Resources, Pacific Gas and Electric, San Diego Gas and Electric, Southern California 
Edison, other private utility companies, the California Public Utilities Commission, Nevada Energy, and 
the Electric Power Research Institute. 

WORK PROPOSED FOR FY 2011: 

Water and Energy Management and Development - 

Brine Management Study - Continues to gather data with Reclamation’s partners to create a regional issue 
sensitivity analysis. Each office would finalize and prioritize alternatives based on criteria established in 
the plan of study. Alternative approaches to resolving the issues as identified by the analysis would 
continue. Special attention would be given to approaches which afford opportunities for managing brine 
concentrates in an economic and environmentally acceptable manner. 

(FY 2005 -FY 2012) 118,000 

Non-Federal - Various (59.000) 

59,000 

Colorado River Comprehensive Watershed Study - Continues partnership with local, state, and Federal 
entities to refine and operate a water quality database for lower Colorado River communities. Continues 
collaboration with states and other entities along the river in the collection, evaluation, and use of water 
quality data. Continues conducting a comprehensive sampling program for nitrate, total suspended solids. 
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Loiter Coloi ado River Investigations Program 


and total dissolved solids in surface and groundwater where water quality information is not readily 
available. Continues to gather information, in addition to wastewater needs and assessment, on water 
quality and health concerns. (FY 2004 - FY 2016) 140,000 

Non-Federai - Various (70,000) 

70,000 


P ower Evaluations Study - Continues dialogue with Federal, state, private partners, aitd power marketing 
entities to optimize power generation and distribution. Completes a study findings report and closes out 
the study. (FY 2003 - FY 20 11 ) 1 6,000 

Non-Federal - Various (8.000) 

8,000 


Reclamation Request 


$137,000 
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Lower Colorado River Operations Program 
LOCATION: All areas within the Lower Colorado Region boundaries. 

DESCRIPTION/JUSTIFICATION: The Secretary of the Interior, acting through the Bureau of 
Reclamation, has the unique role of "water master" for the lower Colorado River. As water master, the 
Secretary has comprehensive authority to manage and operate the lower basin of the Colorado River. The 
Secretary’s unique status for management of the lower Colorado River stems from a combination of 
Federal and state statutes, interstate compacts, court decisions and decrees, contracts, an international 
treaty with Mexico, operating criteria, and administrative decisions. Collectively, these authorities are 
known as the “Law of the River,” which controls the allocation of water and operation of the Colorado 
River. Through the Lower Colorado River Operations Program (LCROP), Reclamation performs water 
master responsibilities on behalf of the Secretary. This role is based primarily on responsibilities delegated 
by Congress in the Boulder Canyon Project Act and specific requirements of the 2006 Consolidated 
Supreme Court Decree in Arizona v, California which requires the Secretary to administer and carry out 
functions related to the use of Colorado River water by entities in the lower basin states of Arizona, 
California, and Nevada. LCROP includes river operations, water service contracting and repayment, 
accounting, and oversight of hydropower activities. The Boulder Canyon Project Act and subsequent 
water delivery contracts executed over the past 80 years provide that there shall be essentially no charge for 
the delivery of Colorado River water in the Lower Basin; therefore. Federal appropriations are required to 
carry out the water master responsibilities. 

The program also includes work resulting from Endangered Species Act consultations and compliance 
with environmental statutes such as the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA). On April 4, 2005, the 
Secretary of the Interior, and the non-Federal partners signed program documents to implement the Lower 
Colorado River Multi-Species Conservation Program (MSCP). The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service issued 
a Biological Opinion and Permit resulting from Sections 7 and 10 consultations providing long-term (50- 
years) compliance for flow and non-flow covered activities in the historical flood plain of the lower 
Colorado River, from Lake Mead to the southerly International Boundary with Mexico. The MSCP 
provides compliance for 26 state and Federal special status species (6 Federally listed species). 
Implementation of this program will include the spawning and rearing of an estimated 1 .3 million native 
fish, creating over 8,1 00 acres of habitat (cotton-willow, mesquite, marsh, and backwaters), and associated 
monitoring, protection, and enhancement of existing habitat. 

AUTHORIZATION: P.L. 585, Colorado River Front Work and Levee System and amendments, 

March 3, 1925; P.L. 642, Boulder Canyon Project Act, December 21, 1928; Fish and Wildlife 
Coordination Act, March 10, 1934; the 1944 Mexican Water Treaty; the 2006 Consolidated Supreme 
Court Decree - Arizona v, California; P.L. 90-537, the Colorado River Basin Project Act, September 30, 
1968; and P.L. 93-205, the Endangered Species Consei-vation Act, December 28, 1973, as amended, and 
P.L. 111-11, Omnibus Public Land Management Act of2009, March 20, 2009. 

COMPLETION DATA: This is an ongoing program. 

BUDGET AND PERFORMANCE INTEGRATION: This project is aligned with the following 
Department of the Interior 's Strategic Plan end outcome goal: Deliver Water Consistent with Applicable 
State and Federal Law, in an Environmentally Responsible and Cost-Efficient Manner. The intermediate 
outcome is: Operate and Maintain a Safe and Reliable Water Infrastructure. The Activity Based 
Costing/Management alignment includes 4J - Operate Conveyance Facilities, 8K - Implement 
Environmental Recommendations, and 9C - Oversee/Administer Water Service Contracts. 
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Lower Colorado River Operations Program 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 

Program Financial Data 


Activity 

FY2010 

FY 2011 

Water and Energy Management and Development 

$7,610,000 

$8,800,000 

Fish and Wildlife Management and Development 

13,054,000 


Enacted/Request 

$20,664,000 

$25,300,000 

Non-Federal 


18,500,000 

Prior Year Funds 


0 

Total Program 

$33,816,676 

$43,800,000 

Prior Year Funds/Non-Federal 

(13,152,676) 

(18,500,000) 

Total Reclamation Allotment 

$20,664,000 



OTHER INFORMATION: On April 4, 2005, entities in the states of Arizona, California, and Nevada 
signed documents to share the cost of implementing the MSCP on a 50/50 Federal/non-Federal basis. This 
commitment by the local paitners will result in a contribution of over $3 1 0 million (2003 dollars) during 
the life of the program. Goals for the first ten years of the program include the establishment of 1 ,000 
acres of cottonwood/willow habitat, 200 acres of mesquite, 1 50 acres of marsh habitat, and 1 20 acres of 
backwaters. In addition, approximately 85,000 razorback sucker and 80,000 bonytail may be stocked. The 
program also requires an extensive research and monitoring program. Total program costs are estimated to 
be almost $1 50 million for the first ten years of the program. 

IMPACTS OF RECOVERY ACT FUNDING; The Recovery Act funding is being used for the 
construction of a “green building” to house Reclamation staff and several studies to aid in the research of 
the Multi Species Conservation Program. These activities are not part of the current year request and 
would have been requested as increases in future years. 

WORK PROPOSED FOR FY 2011: 

Water and Energy Management and Development - 

A dministration of the lower Colorado River - Continues development of the Annual Operating Plan for 
Colorado River reservoirs; management and oversight of the Long Range Operating Criteria for Colorado 
River Reservoirs; and administration of Colorado River Interim Guidelines for Lower Basin Shortages and 
Coordinated Operations for Lakes Mead and Powell. Continues hydrology studies; development and 
maintenance of Colorado River hydrologic models and data bases, including support of telemetered data 
collection for real-time water use monitoring and forecasting; flood control reviews; and analysis of 
Colorado River and reservoir operations. Continues development and review of policies to address 
contemporary issues facing lower Colorado River stakeholders, studies of the river’s operation and impact 
on Central Arizona Project operations, and generally fulfilling the requirements of the Secretary’s role as 
water master. Continues activities for operation and maintenance of boats to inspect dams and facilities on 
the Colorado River, Provides and maintains necessary buildings and facilities for the administration of the 
lower Colorado River. Continues operational compliance with requirements promulgated by biological 
opinions or NEPA compliance documents. Continues oversight of hydropower activities as well as 
reviewing FERC power licenses requests to ensure compatibility with Reclamation water and power 
interests. $3,684,000 
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Lower Colorado River Opei alions Program 

Water Contract Administration - Continues implementation of the Colorado River Water Delivery 
Agreement to ensure California stays within its annual apportionment of 4,4 million acre-feet of Colorado 
River water. Continues negotiation, development, execution, and administration of Colorado River water 
deliveiy contracts under Section 5 of the Boulder Canyon Project Act and administration of other water 
entitlements. Processes requests for water transfers from contractors. Assesses economic impacts resulting 
from changes in Colorado River system operations. Maintains a geographic infonnation systems database 
for contract service areas and watem within the lower basin. Administers regulations for unlawful use of 
water from the lower Colorado River including taking necessary action to reduce or eliminate the unlawful 
use of water. 760,000 

Water Accounting - Continues the production of the annual accounting report of Colorado Rivet- 
diversions, returns, and consumptive use required by the Consolidated Supreme Court Decree in Arizona v. 
California. Continues water accounting activities required for delivery of water to Mexico. Continues the 
maintenance of water accounting records required under the California Water Delivery Agreement, 
interstate water banking accounts under Storage and Interstate Release Agreements, and water accounting 
records associated with the inadvertent overrun and payback policy. Approves annual water orders from 
Colorado River entitlement holders through administration of the 43 CFR 4 1 7 (reasonable & beneficial 
use) regulations. Continues to conduct a well inventory along the lower Colorado River to identify 
unauthorized users of Colorado River water. Continues the development and use of techniques for 
calculation of consumptive use by water users and irrigation districts along the main stem of the Colorado 
River for verification of water use and estimating unmeasured return flows. Develops and implements 
accounting and verification procedures required by the Interim Guidelines as they relate to creation and 
delivery of Intentionally Created Surplus credits. Develops policy related to lower Colorado River water 
accounting issues. Continues the development of data for the consumptive uses and losses report for the 
lower Colorado River basin. 2,906,000 

Bi-national Activities - Continues work with the Basin States, and with the Country of Mexico through the 
International Boundary and Water Commission to explore or begin implementing conservation projects. 
The increase is a result of bi-national discussions focusing on the Colorado River. 

1,450,000 


Subtotal - Water and Energy Management and Development 


$8,800,000 


Fish and Wildlife Management and Development - 

Lower Colorado River Multi-Soecies Conservation Program - Continues implementation of the MSCP, 
which provides long-term Endangered Species Act compliance for both current and future water delivery 
and diversion, and power production by both the United States and its water users. The program will 
provide quality habitat to conserve populations of 26 species, including the Federally endangered 
razorback sucker, bonytail chub, southwestern willow flycatcher, and Yuma clapper rail. The increase in 
funding is needed to meet the timeline of continuing to develop, monitor, manage, operate, and maintain 
created habitat. At the start of FY 20 1 1 it is projected that over 1 ,300 acres of habitat will have been 
planted or established. In addition, approximately 440 acres of new habitat is planned in FY 2011. 

• Fish Augmentation - Augmenting the populations of razorback sucker and bonytail chub is a major 
component of the MSCP. The long term goal of the augmentation program is to provide a total of 
660,000 razorback suckers and 620,000 bonytail chub for reintroduction into the lower Color ado 
River-. The program has three primary work areas: 1 ) acquire 40,000-50,000 fish lat-vae annually 
for grow-out; 2) develop and maintain facilities to grow out the native frsh; and 3) rear 12,000 
r azorback sucker and 8,000 bonytail chub annually to target size and stock into the MSCP project 
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Lower Colorado River Operations Program 

areas. These population augmentations will provide the nucleus for stable populations, reverse the 
declining trend in existing abundance, create opportunities for subsequent species research and 
management, provide significant benefits related to the effects of the covered activities, and 
contribute to addressing other threats. The increase in funding is due to expanded fish rearing, 
stocking, and research. $3,700,000 

• Species Research and System Monitoring - Species research provides the necessary information 

required to create and manage MSCP covered species and their habitats. Work tasks focus on 
identifying known covered species life requisites and habitat requirements, identifying knowledge 
deficiencies, and obtaining information to address these deficiencies to insure successful 
establishment and management of created habitats through conseivation area development and 
management. System monitoring focuses on collecting data on MSCP covered species 
populations and habitats throughout the entire lower Colorado River ecosystem. Data collected 
through system monitoring allows the MSCP to evaluate the effects of conservation measure 
implementation on covered species populations. These data are also integral to the adaptive 
management of habitats created by the MSCP. 7,000,000 

• Conservation Area Development and Management - The long term-goal of the MSCP is the 
establishment and maintenance of over 8,100 acres of native cottonwood and willow, marsh, and 
backwater habitat. To meet the long-term goals of conservation area development and 
management, work proposed is included in one of the following four categories: 1 ) conducting 
applied research directed at establishing cost effective methods to develop and maintain habitat; 2) 
creating habitat in accordance with the Habitat Conservation Plan; 3) providing operation and 
maintenance of existing conservation areas; and 4) conducting miscellaneous tasks required to 
implement the MSCP in an effective manner. Funding continues for the establishment of over 440 
acres of cottonwood-willow habitat at Palo Verde Ecological Reserve, Cibola Valley Conservation 
Area, Cibola National Refuge, and Imperial Ponds. The increase in funding is for acquisition of 
land and water for the program, including habitat for the flat tailed horned lizard. 

16,000,000 

• Post-Development Monitoring - Post-development monitoring requires extensive examination of 

created habitats which is necessary to evaluate implementation and effectiveness of designed 
habitat creation projects. Data collected to accomplish pre-development monitoring of proposed 
projects will be conducted to document baseline conditions prior to project implementation. After 
habitat creation has been initiated, post-development monitoring for biotic (vegetation) and abiotic 
(soil moisture, etc.) habitat characteristics will be conducted to document successful 
implementation and to record succession change within the restored areas. In FY 201 1, over 1,300 
acres of created habitat will require post-development monitoring. Changes in habitat quality over 
time, in conjunction with covered species monitoring, will drive post-development monitoring 
activities. The increase in funding is due to the additional created habitat requiring post- 
development monitoring. 2,500,000 

• Adaptive Management Program - The MSCP adaptive management process is intended to be a 
flexible, iterative approach to long-term habitat creation and management of biological resources 
and will be influenced over time by the results of ongoing monitoring, research, and other sources 
of information. The adaptive management program will address uncertainties encountered 
throughout program implementation. Focus will be given to gauging the effectiveness of existing 
conservation measures, proposing alternative or modified conseivation measures, as needed, and 
addressing changed or unforeseen circumstances. Specific activities associated with adaptive 
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Lower Colorado River Operations Program 

management include: implementation of a database management system; yearly production of an 
annual work plan and budget issued to ail stakeholders; public outreach involving concerned 
stakeholders along the lower Colorado River; funding for the habitat maintenance plan; and 
continued implementation of a peer-reviewed science strategy ensuring project accomplishments. 

4.100.000 

• Administration - Program Administration provides senior support and administrative support to 
manage implementation year number six of the MSCP. The MSCP Program Manager will direct 
functions and activities associated with implementation. Long-term goals include management 
and supervision to ensure the program is implemented in a cost-efficient, effective, and transparent 
manner, while achieving the requirements of the Habitat Conservation Plan. Provides and 
maintains necessary buildings, facilities, and support services for implementation staff 

1.700.000 

Total, Lower Colorado River Multi-Species Conseivation Program $35,000,000 

Non-Federal: Various f 1 8.S00.000') 

16,500,000 


Subtotal - Fish and Wildlife Management and Development 


$16.500.000 


Reclamation Request 


$25,300,000 
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Northern Arizona Investigations Program 

LOCATION: Includes the northern Arizona Counties of Mohave, Coconino, Navajo, and Apache. 

DESCRIPTION/JUSTIFICATION: The objective of this ongoing program is to improve the 
management of existing water supplies; identify and develop potential water supplies; and develop 
processes and strategies for dealing with resource issues. The northern part of Arizona, which 
encompasses the Little Colorado River Watershed and Colorado Plateau area, has been experiencing 
multiple water resource use and supply issues. Potential settlement of Native American water rights, 
endangered species needs, sedimentation and flooding issues, and increasing water supply needs of local 
communities have contributed to resource conflicts within the basin. Assistance is needed to help manage 
existing water supplies and to develop and implement a realistic process or strategy for dealing with water 
and natural resource issues. 

In addition, the Federal Government has trust responsibilities for Native Americans as set forth in various 
treaties, statutes, and court decisions. Those tribes assuming responsibility for planning of their own 
natural resources may contract with Reclamation using P.L. 93-638 (Indian Self Determination, Education 
and Assistance Act). As such, they are in need of expertise to help develop their own capability. Tribes 
within this area include the Navajo, Hopi, Kaibab Paiute, Hualapai, Havasupai, and Zuni. 

AUTHORIZATION: The Reclamation Actof 1902, June 17. 1902; and P.L. 93-638, The Indian 
Self-Determination, Edueation and Assistance Act, Januaiy 4, 1975, as amended. 

PERFORMANCE INFORMATION: This project is aligned with the following Department of the 
Interior's Strategic Plan end outcome goal: Deliver Water Consistent with Applicable State and Federal 
Law, in an Environmentally Responsible and Cost-Efficient Manner. The intermediate outcome is 
Effective Water Management to Optimize Supply. The Activity Based Costing/Management alignment 
includes 22 - Plan for Water and Related Use. 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 


Pr^ram_Financi^_Da^ 


Activity 

FY 2010 

FY 2011 

Water and Energy Management and Development 

$332,000 

$182,000 

Enacted/Request 

$332,000 

$182,000 

Non-Federal 

185,500 

117,200 

Prior Year Funds 

2,988 

0 

Total Program 

$520,488 

$299,200 

Prior Year Funds/Non-Federal 

(188,488) 

(117,200) 

Total Reclamation Allotment 

$332,000 

$182,000 


COST-SHARING: Hualapai Nation for the Hualapai Water Management Study; Little Colorado River 
Watershed Group for the Little Colorado River Watershed Study; Hopi Tribe for the Moenkopi Runoff 
Recharge and Recovery Study; and the Arizona Department of Water Resources, Cities of Flagstaff and 
Williams, Coconino County, Navajo Nation, and the Hopi Tribe for the North Central Arizona Water 
Supply Study. 


Lower Colorado Region - 59 


54862A 



















2094 


Northern Arizona investigations Program 


WORK PROPOSED FOR FY 2011; 

Water and Energy Management and Development - 

Hualacai Water Management Study - Continues to gather and evaluate biomoiiitoring data to identify 
potential water supply and quality problems resulting from overgrazing. Continues identification and 
selection of best management practices through development of an additional watershed management plan. 
The decrease in funding is due to a revised funding schedule. 

(FY 2007-FY2016) 38,500 

Non-Federal - Hualapai Nation (3,5001 

35,000 


Little Colorado Rive r Watershed Study - Continues work and study efforts with Round Valley, Show Low', 
St. John’s, Taylor, Snowflake, and communities in the southern portions of the study area to define 
conditions of water sources, uses, management and attributes. Continues water analysis as it pertains to 
supply and quality. Continues implementation of a plan of study to investigate water management issues 
within the Little Colorado River Watershed, where problems with deteriorated systems (agricultural and 
municipal), growth, invasive species, sediment, salinity, drought, and reduced supplies are impacting the 
area, the population, and economy. Continues study efforts to examine all options including water 
treatment, desalination, and new supplies for agriculture, livestock, municipal and industrial uses in the 
study area. This basinwide study is to define the problems, identify solutions related to increasing use and 
demand for water supplies, and improve the health and ecology of the watershed. 

(FY 2005 - FY 2020) 128,000 

Non-Federal - Little Colorado River Watershed Group (64,000') 

64.000 

Moenkooi Runoff Recharge and Recovery Study - Continues to investigate potential methods for 
enhancing natural and artificial groundwater recharge. Completes final design of pilot test collection 
system. Completes installation and begins testing of pilot test collection system. The decrease in funding 
is due to a revised funding schedule. (FY 2008- FY 2015) 40,700 

Non-Federal - Hopi Tribe (3,700') 

37.000 

North Central Arizona Water Supply Study - Continues to update study data and analyze information to 
support the Coconino Plateau Water Advisory Council, a regional watershed group comprised of 
communities, agencies, and interested publics geared toward developing a shared strategy for managing 
and developing northern Arizona’s water supplies. Continues coordination with Federal, state, local and 
tribal partners to address specific problems identified in the data analysis portions of the appraisal report. 
Items to be addressed will be defined as priorities in the Coconino Plateau Water Advisory Council 
Strategic Plan. (FY 2002 - FY 2014) 92,000 

Non-Federal - Various (46.0001 

46.000 

Reclamation Request 5182,000 
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Parker-Davis Project 

LOCATION: This project is located in western Arizona, southern California, and southern Nevada. 

DESCRIPTION/jrUSTmCATION: The Parker-Davis Project consists of Parker and Davis Dams, 
Lakes Havasu and Mohave, and two powerplants. The lakes have a combined storage capacity of 
2,466,300 acre-feet and provide flood control, recreation, and fish and wildlife benefits. The two 
powerplants, with an annual power generation of appro-ximately 2.75 billion kilowatt-hours of low- 
cost, renewable hydropower, serve various sectors of the southwest. 

Funds are provided by Metropolitan Water District for approximately 50 percent of Parker Dam and 
powerplant costs. All remaining funds necessary to operate and maintain the project are provided by 
the power customers. 

AUTHORIZATION: P.L. 409, Rivers and Harbors Act of 1935, August 30, 1935; P.L. 260, 
Reclamation Project Act of 1939, August 4, 1939 (authorized by the Secretaiy April 26, 1941); 

P.L, 373, Consolidate Parker Dam Power Project and Davis Dam, May 28, 1954; and P.L. 95-91, The 
Department of Energy Organization Act, August 4, 1977, P.L. 109-58, Energy Policy Act of 2005 

PERFORMANCE INFORMATION: This project is aligned with the following Department of the 
Interior 's Strategic Plan end outcome goals; Deliver Water Consistent with Applicable State and 
Federal Law, in an Environmentally Responsible and Cost-Efficient Manner and Manage or Influence 
Resource Use-Hydropower. The intermediate outcome is Operate and Maintain Safe, Reliable, and 
Secure Power Facilities. The performance measures include Facilities Reliability - Water & Power 
infrastructure are in fair to good condition as measured by the Facility Reliability Rating; Provide for 
Access - Number of megawatts of hydropower delivered annually; Responsible Development - 
Forced Outage Rate; and Improve Generation Management to Maximize Power Supply - Percent of 
time that Reclamation hydroelectric generating units are available. The Activity Based 
Costing/Management alignment includes 4P - Maintain Hydropower Facilities, 4R - Increase Power 
Supply, and 4T - Operate Power Facilities. 

SUMMARIZED FINANCUL DATA 


Program^Financial^a^ 


Activity 

FY 2010 

FY2011 

Enacted/Request 

$0 

$0 

Non-Federal 

16,253,000 

15,700,000 

Total Program 

$16,253,000 

$15,700,000 

Non-Federal 

(16,253,000) 

(15,700,000) 

Total Reclamation Allotment 

$0 

$0 


WORK PROPOSED FOR FY 2011: 

Facility Operations - Continues regular operation, including security costs, of the hydroelectric 
power and water delivery facilities. $8,134,000 

Facility Maintenance and Rehabilitation - Begins installation of Outer Forebay Trashrack Cleaner 
at Parker Dam, Continues repair cycle of four generator heat exchangers, reconditioning of unit 
governors, installation of Unit Control Modernization, and switchyard rebuild at Davis Dam. 

Continues installation of Unit Control Modernization at Parker Dam and completion of Powerplant 
Rehabilitation at Parker Dam. The decrease in funding is due to the completion of the Powerplant 
Rehabilitation at Parker Dam. 7,566,000 
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Parker-Davis Project 

Non-Federal - Metropoiitan Water District and power customers 
Reclamation Request 
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Phoenix Metropolitan Water Reclamation and Reuse Project 

LOCATION: This project is located near the city of Phoenix, Maricopa County, Arizona. 

DESCRIPTION/JUSTIFICATION: The three main sources of water for the Phoenix 
metropolitan area will be fully developed in the near future. The main sources of water are the 
Central Arizona Project, the Salt River Project, and groundwater. In the west valley, the 
groundwater table has been dropping at a rate of 1 to 4 feet per year. Recharging reclaimed water 
into the aquifer is one way of slowing the decline in the groundwater table. 

The Sub-regional Operating Group consisting of the cities of Phoenix, Scottsdale, Glendale, Mesa, 
and Tempe has been assessing the possibilities of storing reclaimed water through a linear recharge 
project in the (usually diy) Agua Fria River. The 91st Avenue Wastewater Treatment Plant 
produces approximately 1 50 million gallons per day of high quality effluent and would be used as 
the source water. 

The benefits for reusing reclaitned water in the Phoenix metropolitan area include: reducing the 
rate of decline of the groundwater table, reducing the demand for imported water, and providing a 
continuous and dependable supplemental source of water. 

AUTHORIZATION: P.L. 102-575, Title XVI, Reclamation Wastewater and Groundwater Study 
and Facilities Act, October 30, 1992; P.L. 104-266, Reclamation Recycling and Water 
Conservation Act of 1996, October 9, 1996. 

COMPLETION DATA: As of September 30, 2009, the Federal portion of the project is 1 1 
percent complete. Reclamation completed the initial Stakeholder Coordination and Public 
Information of the study in FY 2003. Tlie Environmental Impact Study (EIS) was completed in 
FY 2009. The feasibility report was scheduled to be completed in FY 20 1 0. However, due to 
economic and environmental concerns, the partners are examining other alternatives. 

PERFORMANCE INFORMATION: This project is aligned with the following Department of 
the Interior 's Strategic Plan end outcome goal: Deliver Water Consistent with Applicable State 
and Federal law, in an Environmentally Responsible and Cost-Efficient Manner. The intermediate 
outcome is Effective Water Management to Optimize Supply. The Activity Based 
Costing/Management includes 8J - Enhance Water Supply. 
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Phoenix Metropolitan Water Reclqmalion and Reuse Project 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 


Program Financial Data 


Activity 

FY20IO 

FY 2011 

Water and Energy Management and Development 

$0 

$200,000 

Request 

$0 

$200,000 

>Jon-Federal 

0 

200,000 

Prior Year Funds 

428 

0 

Total Program 

$428 

$400,000 

Prior Year Funds/Non-Federa! 

(428) 

(200,000) 

Total Reclamation Allotment 

$0 

$200,000 


Total Costs Information 




Total to 
9/30/09 

ARRA 

Funding 

FY 2010 


Balance to 
Complete 

Reclamation 


$2,222,488 

■Bl 

$0 

BiWl 

$17,577,512 

Bill 

60,000,000 


HQ 

0 

200,000 

$58,841,624 

Total 


$3,180,864 

$0 

$0 

$400,000 

$76,419,136 


1/ Includes cost-sharing of $60,000,000 from City of Phoenix. 


APPROPRIATION CEILING: P.L. 104-266 Reclamation Recycling and Water Conservation 
Act of 1996 imposed a ceiling of $20,000,000. The comparable Federal obligation is $20,000,000 
which does not exceed the appropriation ceiling. 

WORK PROPOSED IN FY 2011; 

Wafer and Energy Management and Development - Begins to reinvestigate alternative 
efficient and effective methods of reusing the reclaimed water produced at the 91" Avenue plant. 

Continues to assist the partners in defining the future project. Increase is due to revised funding 
schedule. 

$400,000 

Non-Federal - City of Phoenix ('200.000'> 

200,000 

Reclamation Request $200,000 

SEE APPENDIX FOR: Project Repayment FY 201 1 
Status of NEPA Compliance 
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Salt River Project 

LOCATION: The Salt River Project is located near Phoenix in central Arizona. 

DESCRIPTION/JUSTIFICATION: The project includes an area of about 250,000 acres. The land 
within the project receives its irrigation water supply from the Salt and Verde Rivers and 248 pumping 
units for wells. About 24,7 1 5 acres receive supplemental iirigation water. The rivers are controlled with 
six storage dams. Four of the storage dams have hydroelectric facilities. A diversion dam serves 1 ,259 
miles of canals, laterals, and ditches of which 842 miles are lined and piped. The project is operated and 
maintained by the Salt River Agricultural Improvement and Power District and Salt River Valley Water 
Users Association under several repayment and operating agreements including the June 25, 1 904 
agreement, the August 30, 1910 agreement for the cross cut canal and power plant, and the September 6, 
1917 agreement and amendments. Project facilities and most of the lands are Reclamation-owned. Title 
XXVllI of the Reclamation Projects Authorization and Adjustments Act(P.L. 102-575) permits 
Reclamation to cost-share with non-Federal management entities on the development, rehabilitation, and 
expansion of recreation and fish and wildlife areas and facilities on Reclamation projects. The 
partnerships are critical to continue the efficient management of Reclamation lands for the benefit of the 
public. Reclamation along with local supporters for recreation improvements, such as the public trail 
system, is currently partnered with three cities (Phoenix, Tempe, and Scottsdale), and the Salt River 
Project. A provision of P.L. 108-451, Title 11, the Gila River Indian Community Water Rights Settlement 
Act of 2004, provides that title of the Blue Ridge Dam and Reservoir will be transferred to the Federal 
government to benefit the Salt River Project. 

AUTHORIZATION: The Reclamation Act of June 17, 1902 (authorized by the Secretary on March 14, 
1903); Rehabilitation and Betterment Act, October 7, 1949 as amended; P.L. 89-72, Federal Water Project 
Recreation Act of 1965, July 9, 1965 as amended by Reclamation Recreation Management Act, Title 
XXVlIl of P.L. 1 02-575, October 30, 1 992; and P.L. 108-451, The Arizona Water Settlement Act, Title 11, 
Gila River Indian Community Water Rights Settlement Act of 2004, December 1 0, 2004. 

PERFORMANCE INFORMATION: This project is aligned with the following Department of the 
Interior 's Strategic Plan end outcome goal: Deliver Water Consistent with Applicable State and Federal 
Law, in an Environmentally Responsible and Cost-Efficient Manner. The intermediate outcomes include 
Operate and Maintain a Safe and Reliable Water Infrastructure and Effective Water Management to 
Optimize Supply. The performance measure is Facilities Reliability - Water infrastructure are in fair to 
good condition as measured by the Facility Reliability Rating. The Activity Based Costing/Management 
alignment includes 4H - Operate Dams and Water Storage Facilities and 8E - Manage Pi oject Lands. 
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Sait River Project 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 


Program Financial Data 


Activity' 

FY 2010 

FY2011 1 

Land Management and Development 

$490,000 


Facility Operations 

llllllllllllllllll^ 

62,000 

Facility Maintenance and Rehabilitation 


157,000 

Enacted/Request 

$618,000 

$800,000 

Non-Federal 

193,000 

1 89,000 

Prior Year Funds 

694 

0 

Total Program 

$811,694 

$989,000 

Prior Year Funds/Non-Federal 

(193,694) 


Total Reclamation Allotment 

$618,000 

$800,000 


WORK PROPOSED FOR FY 2011: 

Land Management and Development - 

Land Management - Continues land resource management activities such as responding to right-of-way 
and easement issues; administering contracts, leases, and permits; and conducting land field reviews. 
Continues implementation of compliance activities. The work is done to provide a minimum level of 
stewardship of Federal interests in this project. $770,000 

Non-Federal - Individual developers and municipalities 0 89.000 1 

581,000 

Subtotal, Land Management and Development $581,000 

Facility Operations - Continues oversight responsibilities and functions such as planning and conducting 
Emergency Action Plan field exercises, performing Emergency Action Plan reviews, performing Standard 
Operating Procedure reviews and updates, and conducting associated policy reviews. Increase is due to 
additional follow-up activity relating to aging infrastructure initiatives, specifically regarding urbanized 
canal inspections and remediation. 

Subtotal. Facility Operations 62,000 

Facility Maintenance and Rehabilitation - Continues oversight responsibilities and coordination 
activities associated with Facility Reliability Reviews, Periodic Facility Reviews, and Comprehensive 
Facility Reviews for high/significant hazard dams and associated facilities, including special inspections 
and required reports. Increase is due to additional Comprehensive Facility Reviews scheduled for FY 
201 1 as well as a Periodic Facility Review. 

Subtotal, Facility Maintenance and Rehabilitation 157.000 

Reclamation Request $800,000 

SEE APPENDIX FOR: Obligation by Function for Operating Projects 
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Salton Sea Research Project 
LOCATION: imperial and Riverside Counties, California. 

DESCRIPTION/JUSTIFICATION: The Salton Sea (Sea), located in southeastern California, is 
California’s iarge.st inland lake. It is a highly saline and eutrophic lake but has provided for a productive 
fishery and important resource for migrating birds along the Pacific Fly way. Over 400 different species of 
birds have been observed using the Sea and sunounding habitat. A combination of fluctuating water 
surface elevation, decreased water quality, and reduced future tributary inflows will result in eventual 
collapse of the existing fisheiy and associated ecosystem. A change in the existing ecosystem would 
impact present recreational and economic values of the Sea. In order to successfully identily and develop 
the most efficient and reasonable solutions to solving the complex problems of the Sea, a continuing 
program of engineering, physical and biological planning, resear ch, and evaluation is needed. Reclamation 
currently holds title to nearly 80,000 acres of land in and immediately adjacent to the Salton Sea. 

The objectives of this program are to identily reasonable, financially feasible, and efficient alternatives to: 
improve water quality conditions; reduce potential impacts to air quality; maintain quality habitat for 
migratory birds and endangered species; enhance the sport fishery; and protect human recreation values in 
and around the Sea. Efforts continue to determine reasonable solutions to the complex problems existing 
at the Sea through engineering and biological research and evaluation. A Salton Sea Study Status Report 
was released in January 2003, which at the time, contained the most up-to-date information available on 
various proposals for full and partial restoration concepts for the Sea. This report built on the information 
developed and transmitted to Congress in January 2000. Most recently, a Summary Restoration Report 
and supporting Comprehensive Restoration Report, in compliance with P.L. 1 08-361, were completed in 
late 2007 and early 2008, respectively. These reports present information on five action restoration 
alternatives and a no action alternative. 

AUTHORIZATION: Reclamation Actof 1902, June 17, 1902; P.L. 102-575, Title XI, Reclamation 
Projects Authorization and Adjustment Act, October 30, 1992; P.L. 105-372, Salton Sea Reclamation Act 
of 1998, November 12, 1998, as amended by P.L. 108-7, Energy and Water Development Appropriations 
Act, 2003, Section 213, February 20, 2003; and P.L. 108-361, Water Supply, Reliability and 
Environmental Improvement Act, October 25, 2004. 

COMPLETION DATA: All reporting requirements of the Salton Sea Reclamation Act of 1998 
(P.L. 105-372) were met on Januaiy 27, 2000, when the Secretary forwarded to Congress a draft 
Environmental Impact Statement/Environmental Impact Report, a Strategic Science Plan, a Draft 
Alternatives Appraisal Report, and an Overview and Summary Report. The passage of P.L. 108-361 
required the Secretary of the Interior, in coordination with the State of California and the Salton Sea 
Authority, to complete a feasibility study on a preferred alternative for the Sea restoration by 
December 3 1 , 2006. Although final completion of the report was delayed to ensure adequate evaluation, 
public review, and coordination with the State of California restoration efforts, a Summary Restoration 
Report and supporting Comprehensive Restoration Report was, however, finalized and released in 
December 2007 and January 2008, respectively. 

PERFORMANCE INFORMATION: This project is aligned with the following Department of the 
Interior's Strategic Plan end outcome goal: Deliver Water Consistent with Applicable State and Federal 
Law, in an Environmentally Responsible and Cost-Efficient Manner. The intermediate outcome is 
Effective Water Management to Optimize Supply. The Activity Based Costing/Management alignment 
includes 22 - Plan for Water and Related Use and N5 - Conduct Water Resource Development Studies. 
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Salton Sea Re:iearch Projecl 
SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 


Program Financial Data 


Activity 

FY 2010 

FY20ir 

Water and Energy Management and Development 

$379,000 

$400,000 

Enacted/Request 

$379,000 


Non-Federal 

0 

0 

Prior Year Funds 

3,088 

0 1 

Total Program 

$382,088 

$400,000 1 

Prior Year Funds/Non-Federal 

(3,088) 

0 

Total Reclamation Allotment 

$379,000 

$400,000 


Total Cost Information 



Total 

Estimated 

Cost 


ARRA 

Funding 

FY 2010 

FY 201 1 

Balance to 
Complete 


$45,000,000 

$28,676,991 

lllllllllll^^ 

$379,000 



Adjustments 2/ 

10,350,000 

2,518,584 

imiiiiiiQi 

0 

mniiiiiQ 

7,831,416 

Total 

$55,350,000 

$31,195,575 

$0 

$379,000 

$400,000 

$23,375,425 


1/ Includes investigation costs, work on feasibility report, river reclamation, and other irrigation drainage water 
treatment work. 

2/ Includes cost-sharing of $2,168,584 fi'om the Salton Sea Authority, a joint authority of Imperial and Riverside 
counties, two local water districts, and the State of California for research. Also includes $350,000 from the State of 
California, Department of Water Resources for the feasibility study. 

Cost Allocation and Methodology: Not applicable, because construction is not authorized. 

OTHER INFORMATION: The Secretary of the Interior on December 19, 1997, after consultation with 
appropriate local, state, and Federal agencies, announced that Reclamation and the Salton Sea Authority 
were the Joint co-lead agencies in completing the planning and environmental compliance for a cost-shared 
effort to restore the Sea’s health. Since this announcement, numerous achievements and actions have 
guided or influenced Reclamation’s involvement in Sea restoration activities. 

On November 12, 1998, Congress enacted P.L. 105-372, the Salton Sea Reclamation Act of 1998, which 
autliorized the Secretary of the Interior, acting through Reclamation, to conduct a feasibility study. As 
directed by this Act, the Department of the Interior transmitted to Congress on January 27, 2000, the 
Salton Sea Restoration Project Draft Environmental Impact Stateinent/Environmental Impact Report; an 
Overview and Summary Report; a Strategic Science Plan prepared by the Salton Sea Science 
Subcommittee; and the draft Alternative Appraisal Report prepared by Reclamation. These documents, 
submitted to Congress and the public, provided a detailed description of the scope and results of scientific 
studies undertaken during the previous 18 months. The Draft Environmental Impact 
Statement/Environmental Impact Report provided a menu of alternatives, associated environmental 
impacts, alternative cost estimates, and a summary of findings and recommendation for future actions. 

On September 4, 2002, the Center for Biological Diversity, Cabazon Band of Mission Indians, and the 
Sierra Club filed a lawsuit (Case number ED CV 02-923 RT, SGLX) in the U,S. District Court (Central 
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SoIlQfi Sea Research Proje^ 

District of California) alleging that Reclamation had failed to comply with provisions of the Salton Sea 
Reclamation Act of 1 998. On September 24, 2004, the court ruled in favor of the defendant. Reclamation, 
with a conclusion that the plaintiff(s) had not demonstrated standing. 

In January 2003, Reclamation transmitted to Congress a Salton Sea Study Status Report which contained 
the most up-to-date information available on various new and “past” proposals for full or partial restoration 
of the Sea. 

In the summer of 2003, a water transfer agreement between Imperial Irrigation District and the San Diego 
County Water Authority was executed which initiated the Quantification Settlement Agreement. This 
action resulted in the passage of several California state laws which, in part, required the California 
Resources Agency, through the Department of Water Resources (DWR) and the California Department of 
Fish and Game, to complete a Salton Sea Ecosystem Restoration Study and a Programmatic Environmental 
Impact Report. These laws also required the Resources Agency to provide these reports and a preferred 
restoration alternative to the State Legislature by December 3 1 , 2006. Although the Resources Agency’s 
reporting deadline was December 3 1 , 2006, this deadline was extended due to various unavoidable delays. 
The DWR released a draft Programmatic Environmental Impact Report in October 2006, and a subsequent 
Final Ecosystem Restoration Study and Final Programmatic Environmental Impact Report were presented 
to State Legislation in May 2007, The California Resources Agency’s recommended restoration 
alternative involves a deep North lake, a shallow South Lake, and approximately 62,000 acres of saline 
habitat complexes. Estimated project implementation cost of their preferred alternative is approximately 
$8.9 billion. Although the State Legislature has not yet (December 2009) endorsed a preferred alternative. 
Senate Bill 187 was passed on August 7, 2008, and signed by the Governor on September 27, 2008. 

Senate Bill 187 limits expenditures of California Proposition 84 funds ($47 million) upon appropriation by 
the Legislature, to those activities to be completed in the first five yeais (Period I) identified in the 
Resources Agency’s report entitled “Salton Sea Ecosystem Restoration Progi am Preferred Alternative 
Report and Funding Plan.” Activities identified for completion in Period 1, include a demonstration 
project; early start habitat; and additional biological, inflow, and sediment, water, and air quality 
investigations. The Resources Agency continues to be the lead agency and works cooperatively with the 
Department of Water Resources, Department of Fish and Game, State Air Resources Board, and State 
Water Resources Control Board. 

The Salton Sea Authority continues to promote its preferred project involving a large North Lake and a 
smaller South Lake and has recently shown interest in pumping Sea of Cortez water to the Sea as 
replacement water as the Sea recedes. The Salton Sea Authority continues to seek support from both the 
State of California and the Federal Congressional Task Force to study and implement its preferred concept. 

On October 25, 2004, P.L. 108-361, the Water Supply, Reliability and Environmental Improvement Act, 
Title il. Sec. 201, the Salton Sea Study Program, was enacted which states: “Not later than December 31, 
2006, the Secretary of the Interior, in coordination with the State of California and the Salton Sea 
Authority, shall complete a feasibility study on a preferred alternative for Salton Sea restoration”. 

In accordance with P.L. 108-361, Reclamation studied and evaluated various alternatives which were 
selected from past work for restoring the Salton Sea. Six alternative concepts, including the no action, 
were selected and have undergone extensive engineering and scientific evaluations based on tlie best data 
available. This work was coordinated with the Salton Sea Authority and DWR. Although Reclamation’s 
report is intended to stand alone, the alternatives studied included all of the major concepts considered by 
the DWR. A draft Summary Report including objectives considered, descriptions of the alternatives, 
preliminary cost estimates, and viability and biological evaluations was released for public review in 
Februaiy 2007. Subsequent to Congressional briefings in November 2007, a final Summary Restoration 


Lower Colorado Region - 69 


54862A 



2104 


Salton Sea Research Project 

Report and supporting Comprehensive Restoration Report were finalized and released in December 2007 
and Jamiaiy 2008, respectively. 

APPROPRIATION CEILING: Appropriations authorized under P.L. 102-575 are $10,000,000, The 
comparable Federal obligation is $10,000,000. Any future project development under this authorization 
would require an increase in ceiling. Appropriations authorized under P.L, 1 05-372, (Title I), have no 
ceiling connected to the authorized feasibility work. The comparable Federal obligation for the feasibility 
work is $25,000,000. P.L. 105-372, (Title 11), as amended by P.L. 108-7, provides a ceiling associated 
with work for river reclamation and other irrigation drainage water treatment actions (New and Alamo 
Rivers) in the amount of $ 1 0,000,000. The comparable Federal obligation is $1 0,000,000 for this work. 
This authorization is adequate to cover the river reclamation and other irrigation drainage water treatment 
actions as currently proposed. 

WORK PROPOSED FOR FY 2011: 

Water and Energy Management and Development - 

Continues coordination and technical expertise to the California Resources Agency, the Salton Sea 
Authority, the Desert Cahuilla Torres Martinez Tribe, and other stakeholders, including a potential future 
restoration governing body. As the Salton Sea becomes saltier over time, its value as habitat is 
significantly reduced. Habitat restoration alternatives are both very expensive and come with uncertainties 
and risk related to water and air quality issues. Coordinated efforts and exchange of technical expertise 
with the California Resources Agency, the Authority, and other involved entities will continue to 
determine feasible project alternatives for improving aquatic habitat and maintaining desired bird diversity 
and populations. Efforts will also continue to monitor, develop, and implement actions that provide data to 
limit or eliminate air quality degradation associated with changes in the Salton Sea water surface level. 

$350,000 

Continues coordination with the Citizens’ Congressional Task Force on the New River and other state and 
Federal governing bodies. Continues work on the Shank Road and Holtville constructed wetland sites. 

The purpose of these wetland systems is to provide water quality improvement for the Alamo River, which 
eventually drains to the Salton Sea. Sites will provide an attractive and suitable habitat for a variety of fish 
and migratoiy birds. Continues to monitor, develop, and implement additional constructed wetlands on the 
New and Alamo Rivers that will continue to improve the water quality entering tlie Salton Sea. 

50,000 


Reclamation Request 


$400,000 
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San Carlos Apache Tribe Water Settlement Act 

LOCATION: The San Carlos Apache Tribe reservation is located in Arizona, 1 00 miles east of Phoenix. 
The reservation consists of 1 .9 million acres within Graham and Gila counties. The reservation is also 
within three different watersheds, the Upper Gila River, the Salt River, and the San Pedro River. 
Approximately 82 percent of the reservation is within the Gila River system, 1 7 percent within the Salt 
River system, and the remaining I percent within the San Pedro River system. 

DESCRIPTION/JUSTIFICATION: Although located in proximity to water supply sources, the San 
Carlos Apache Tribe has historically not been able to use these water supplies in substantial quantities due 
to limited water rights and lack of resources. The San Carlos Apache Tribe has rights to irrigate 1,000 
acres with 6,000 acre-feet annually of Gila River water. A Gila River Water Commissioner’s 1999 report 
lists 350 acres of land on the San Carlos Apache Tribe Reservation as being irrigated. The Act of 1 992 
and the associated Water Settlement Agreement makes development of existing and additional water 
supplies possible. The Act increased the Tribe’s water allocation by 48,945 acre-feet annually, of which 
18,145 acre-feet have municipal and industrial use priority and the remaining 30,800 acre-feet are 
allocated as Indian priority. Under the Act, all of the Tribe’s water allocation may be leased for use 
outside the Reservation. Other potential uses include expansion of irrigated agriculture, mining, 
maintenance, and/or development of recreational lakes. Under Section 3709(c), Reclamation’s obligation 
under this Act is limited to acting as the lead agency in assessing and mitigating the environmental impacts 
of utilizing all of the Tribe’s water. 

AUTHORIZATION: P.L. 102-575 - Title XXXVII, San Carlos Apache Tribe Water Rights Settlement 
Act of 1 992, October 30, 1 992. 

COMPLETION DATA: Environmental compliance for the Tribe’s plans for utilizing the water made 
available under the Act is not scheduled at this time. If water exchanges are proposed, a biological 
assessment for Section 7 consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service will be required, as well as 
compliance with NEPA and the National Historic Preservation Act. At this time, baseline data collection 
is being carried out to document the status of the endangered Southwestern willow flycatcher on the Gila 
River downstream of Coolidge Dam. Once the project development or water leases are fully enacted, it is 
anticipated Reclamation will be required to purchase water as needed to maintain minimum flows in the 
Gila River for critical nesting periods (late May and early June) during drought years. This is estimated to 
occur approximately every 10 years over an estimated 50-year project life, 

PERFORMANCE INFORMATION: This project is aligned with the following Department of the 
Interior’s Strategic Plan end outcome goal: Deliver Water Consistent with Applicable State and Federal 
Law, in an Environmentally Responsible and Cost-Efficient Manner. The intermediate outcome is 
Effective Water Management to Optimize Supply. The Activity Based Costing/Manageinent alignment 
includes 8K- Implement Environmental Recommendations. 
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SffA? Carlos Apache Tribe Water Settlement Act 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 


Program Financial Data 


j Activity 

FY2010 

FY201I 

1 Water and Energy Management and Development 

$308,000 

$325,000 

1 Enacted/Request 

$308,000 

$325,000 

1 'Non-Federal 

0 

0 

1 Prior Year Funds 

549 

0 

1 Total Program 

$308,549 

$325,000 

1 Prior Year Funds/Non-Federal 

(549) 

0 

1 Total Reclamation Allotment 

$308,000 



Total Cost Information 



'Fotal Estimated 
Cost 

Total to 
9/30/09 

ARRA 

Funding 

FY 2010 

FY 2011 

Balance to 
Complete 

Reclamation 1/ 

$47,364,000 



$308,000 

$325,000 

$46,192,029 

Total 

$47,364,000 

$538,971 

$0 

$308,000 

$325,000 

$46,192,029 


1/ Total Estimated Cost revised due to the updated October 2008 price levels applied. 


Cost Allocation and Methodology 


Allocation 

FY2010 

FY2011 

Irrigation 1/ 

$47,364,000 

$47,364,000 

Total 

$47,364,000 

$47,364,000 


1/ Planning efforts are incomplete, The allocation may change upon completion of the planning report. 


METHODOLOGY: The Separable Costs Remaining Benefits (SCRB) methodology of cost allocation 
has not been modified from last year. 

APPROPRIATION CEILING: An appropriation ceiling was not included in the original authorizing 
legislation. 

WORK PROPOSED FOR FY 2011: 

Water and Energy Management and Development - Continues surveys for Southwestern Willow 
Flycatchers on the Gila River downstream of Coolidge Dam. Continues to monitor dam water releases. 
United States Geological Survey gauge data, and precipitation within the watershed. Waiting for tribal 
request for Section 7 implementation efforts of water exchange agreement(s). 

Reclamation Request $325,000 

SEE APPENDIX FOR: Status of NEPA Compliance 
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San Diego Area Water Reclamation Program 
LOCATION: This project is located in San Diego County, California. 

DESCRIPTION/JUSTIFICATION: Greater use of reclaimed water resiilt.s In decreased dependency on 
potable imported water, including water from the Colorado River. This project consists of four units; 

The San Diego Water Reclamation Project is a regional water reclamation program being implemented by 
the Cities of San Diego and Poway, Sweetwater Authority, and Otay Water District. The project provides 
for the construction of five new wastewater treatment plants, expansion of an existing plant, along with 
distribution systems, and two conjunctive use projects. Total system capacity upon completion will be 
approximately 57,1 1 6 acre-feet per year. 

The Escondido Water Reclamation Project is being implemented by the City of Escondido to upgrade its 
Hale Avenue Resource Recovery Facility from secondary treatment to tertiary treatment. A distribution 
system that will put the recycled water to beneficial use for non-potable purposes is also being constructed. 
In addition, the City of San Diego is planning to upgrade and expand its San Pasqual Water Reclamation 
Plant, which will produce recycled water for non-potable uses, and for a possible conjunctive use project 
within the San Pasqual Basin. The City of Poway will construct a distribution system that will utilize 
recycled water from the San Pasqual plant. When completed, the three project components will deliver a 
total of approximately 1 1 ,200 acre-feet of reeycled water annually. 

The San Diego Water Repurification Project was stopped by the City of San Diego, but recently the City 
has decided to reconsider, and is implementing a demonstration project to investigate this project more 
thoroughly. 

The Padre Dam Municipal Water District Reclamation Project will upgrade and expand an existing water 
treatment plant and construct a distribution system that will deliver 2,000 acre-feet of recycled water 
annually. The Helix Water District will construct facilities to recharge groundwater with a portion of the 
recycled water produced by this project. 

AUTHORIZATION: P.L. 102-575 - Title XVI, Reclamation Wastewater and Groundwater Study and 
Facilities Act, October 30, 1992; and P.L. 104-266, Reclamation Recycling and Water Conservation Act, 
October 9, 1 996. 

COMPLETION DATA: As of September 30, 2009, this project is 54 percent complete. San Diego 
Water Reclamation Project is scheduled for completion in 2028. Escondido Water Reclamation Project is 
scheduled for completion in 2014. The San Diego Repurification Project demonstration is scheduled for 
completion in 2013. Padre Dam Municipal Water District Reclamation Project is scheduled for 
completion in 2014. 


Lower Colorado Region - 73 


54862A 



2108 


San Diego Area Water Reclamathn Program 

PERFORMANCE INFORM,ATION: This project is aligned with the following Department of the 
Interior’s Strategic Plan end outcome goal: Deliver Water Consistent with Applicable State and Federal 
Law, in an Environmentally Responsible and Cost-Efficient Manner. The intermediate outcome is 
Complete Construction Projects to Increase Delivery Infrastructure and Water Availability. The 
performance measure is increased Supply - Potential acre-feet made available through completion of 
projects. The Activity Based Costing/Management alignment includes 8J - Enhance Water Supply. 


Cumulative Acre-Feet of Water Made Available 
Through Title XVI Projects 

Actuals for FY 2007 - FY 2009/Projectionsfor FY 2010 - FY 2013 
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The above graph shows the cumulative amount of increase in acre-feet of water made available through the 
completion or partial completion of water supply and recycling/reuse projects within the Region, as 
reported under the Performance Goal - Increased Supply in the Department of Interior’s FY 2007 - FY 
2012 Strategic Plan. The water reuse program is a major tool that provides assistance to California, 
Arizona, and Nevada in meeting their increasing water needs. Title XVI projects aid California in 
maintaining its use of the Colorado River water at its allocation of 4,4 million acre-feet, and projects 
funded in previous years have also assisted Nevada in keeping within its water allocation. The San Diego 
Area Water Reclamation Program budget request is a direct link between funding and performance. 
Completion of the Sweetwater Project, Phase 2A provides the Region (and Reclamation) the opportunity to 
successfully meet the FY 2010 performance target identified for the Increased Supply performance goal by 
providing 3,600 acre-feet of increased water, which is 47 percent of the Region’s expected performance 
contribution for this strategic goal. At the request level, completion of the Otay Water District Project will 
provide the opportunity to successfully achieve the FY 2013 performance commitment to provide 6,740 
acre-feet of increased water made available, as well as an additional 5,200 acre-feet of potential water 
made available through the Sweetwater Project, Phase 2B planned for completion in FY 2013. 
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San Diego Area Water Reclamation Program 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 
Program Financial Data 


j Activity 

FY 2010 

FY 2011 

1 Water and Energy Management and Development 

$2,000,000 

$4,969,000 

1 Enacted/Request 

$2,000,000 

$4,969,000 

1 Non-Federal 

19,566,000 

19,177,490 

1 Prior year Funds 

10,647 

0 

Total Program 



1 Prior Year Funds/Non-Federal 



1 Total Reclamation Allotment 

$2,000,000 

$4,969,000 


Total Cost Information 



Total 

Estimated 

Costs 

Total to 
9/30/09 

ARRA 
Funding 21 

FY 2010 

FY 2011 

Balance to 
Complete 


$172,590,000 

$91,752,000 

$1,617,000 

$2,000,000 

$4,969,000 

$72,252,000 




6,089,400 

19,566,000 

19,177,490 

186,441,361 

1 Total 



$7,706,400 



$258,693,361 


1/ Includes cost-shariiig of $284, 126,000 fi'om the Cities of San Diego and Poway, Sweetwater Authority, and/or 
Otay Water District for the San Diego Water Reclamation Project; $121,879,000 from the cities of Escondido, 
Poway, and/or San Diego for the Escondido Water Reclamation Project; $33,569,000 from the City of San Diego for 
the San Diego Water Repurification Project; and $78,196,000 from Padre Dam Municipal Water District and/orthe 
Helix Water District for the Padre Dam Municipal Water District Reclamation Project. 

2/ Actual ARRA obligation accomplishment thru 9/30/09 is $ 1 ,487,9 1 0. 


CMlAllocation^and_Methodolog^ 


Allocation 


FY 201 1 1 

Municipal and Industrial Water 



Total 

$690,360,000 

$690,360,000 1 


METHODOLOGY; The Separable Costs Remaining Benefits (SCRB) methodology of cost allocation 
has not been revised. 

APPROPRIATION CEILING; An appropriation ceiling was not included in the original authorizing 
legislation. P.L. 1 04-266, Reclamation Recycling and Water Conservation Act of 1 996, imposed a ceiling 
of $172,590,000. The comparable Federal obligation is $ 1 72,590,000, which does not exceed the 
appropriation ceiling based upon current Reclamation policy. 

IMPACTS OF RECOVERY ACT FUNDING: The Recovery Act fiinds are only funding activities for 
the two components of the Padre Dam Municipal Water District Reclamation Project. The funds requested 
for FY 2011 are for the other components and for initiating construction of the Padre Dam components. 
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San Diego Area Water Reclamation Program 

WORK PROPOSED FOR FY 2011: 

Water and Energy Management and Development - 

San Diego Water Reclamation Project - Continues \vork on design and construction of wastewater 
treatment plants and recycled water distribution systems. The increased funding is to maintain the, 
projected construction schedule. $24, 1 46,490 

Non-Federal - Various 09.177.490') 

4,969,000 

Reclamation Request $4,969,000 
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Soboba Water Rights Settlement Project 

LOCATION: This project in located the Hemet/San Jacinto Groundwater Basin in Riverside County, 
California. 

DESCRlPTION/JLSTiriCATION: The Soboba Band of Luiseno (Tribe) Indians Settlement Act (Act) 
was enacted in 2008 to ratify the Tribe’s Settlement Agteeinent dated June 7, 2006, as amended, to resolve 
Tribal water rights and other water related issues addressed in the Agreement. Among other things, the 
Act authorizes appropriations for two funds: 

San Jacinto Basin Restoration Fund (Restoration Fund) - The Restoration Fund will pay or 
reimburse the costs associated with construction, operating, and maintaining the portion of the 
basin recharge project that the United States is responsible for under the Settlement Agreement. 
The Act authorizes appropriations “to the Fund” in the amount of $5,000,000 in FY 2010 and 
$5,000,000 in FY 20 1 1 . Section 6 of the Act describes the administration of the Restoration Fund 
by the Secretary of the Interior. 

Development Fund - This fund will pay or reimburse the costs associated with constructing, 
operating, and maintaining water and sewage infrastructure, and other water-related development 
projects. The Act authorizes appropriations “to the Tribe” in the amount of $5,500,000 in FY 
2010 and $5,500,000 in FY 201 1. The Bureau of Indian Affairs is responsible for funding the 
Development Fund. 

AUTHORIZATION: P.L. 1 10-297 - Soboba Band of Luiseno Indians Settlement Act, July 31, 2008. 

PERFORMANCE INFORMATION: This project is aligned with the following Department of the 
Interior's Strategic Plan end outcome goal: Deliver Water Consistent with Applicable State and Federal 
Law, in an Environmentally Responsible and Cost-Efficient Manner. The intennediate outcome is 
Complete Construction Projects to Increase Delivery Infrastructure and Water Availability. The Activity 
Based Costing/Management alignment includes 8J - Enhance Water Supply. 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 


Program Financial Data 


Activity 

FY20I0 

FY201I 

Water and Energy Management and Development 

$6,000,000 


Enacted/Request 

$6,000,000 


Non-Federal 

0 

0 

Prior year Funds 

0 

0 

Total Program 

$6,000,000 

$4,000,000 

Prior Year Funds/Non-Federal 

0 

0 

Total Reclamation Allotment 

$6,000,000 

$4,000,000 


APPROPRIATION CEILING: P.L. 1 10-297 establishes the Federal obligation of$ 10,000,000 for the 
Restoration Fund. 
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Soboba Water Rights SelllemenI 

WORK PROPOSED FOR FY 2011: 

Water and Energy Management and Development - Completes funding for the installments required 
for the Restoration Fund under the Act. Activities authorized for this fund include payment or 
reimbursement for constructing, operating, and maintaining a portion of the basin recharge project. 

Reclamation Request 54,000,000 
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South/Central Arizona Investigations Program 

LOCATiON: Includes the Gila River Drainage Basin; the counties of Apache, Cochise, Gila, Graham, 
Greenlee, La Paz, Maricopa, Navajo, Pima, Pinal, Santa Cruz, Yavapai, and Yuma in Arizona; and the 
counties of Hidalgo, Grant, Luna, and Catron in New Mexico. 

DESCRIPTION/JUSTIFICATION: The objective of this ongoing program is to improve management 
of water resources by evaluating existing water supplies; identify possible future water supplies; and 
identify and analyze other resource issues. Water management and planning efforts within the state of 
Arizona are fragmented and many state and local government agencies lack the necessary resources to 
address water resource management issues without Federal assistance. Uncertainties concerning the 
adequacy of future water supplies exist in many areas due to rapid growth, conflicting Indian and non- 
Indian water rights claims, endangered species, and other environmental issues. Other issues include water 
quality, water use practices, the lack of a coordinated water service infrastructure, and use of water from 
Reclamation's Central Arizona Project. Assistance is needed to integrate the planning efforts of various 
local entities in order to identify long-range needs and evaluate the ability to meet the needs with available 
supplies. 

With Federal assistance, the various municipal and Indian water providers will be brought together to 
cooperate on developing efficient water management strategies. Reclamation will help to identify the 
resource needs and constraints and attempt to identify water supply and management options available to 
meet these needs. 

AUTHORIZATION: The Reclamation Act of 1902, June 1 7, 1902; P.L. 1 02-575 - Title XVI, 
Reclamation Wastewater and Groundwater Study and Facilities Act, October 30, 1992. 

PERFORMANCE INFORMATION: This project is aligned with the following Deparlment of the 
Interior 's Strategic Plan end outcome goal: Deliver Water Consistent with Applicable State and Federal 
law, In an Environmentally Responsible and Cost-Efficient Manner. The intennediate outcome is 
Effective Water Management to Optimize Supply. The Activity Based Costing/Management alignment is 
22 - Plan for Water and Related Use. 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 


Program Financial Data 


Activity 

FY 2010 

FY 2011 

Water and Energy Management and Development 

$940,000 

$583,000 

Fish and Wildlife Management and Development 

60,000 

25,000 

Enacted/Request 

$1,000,000 

$608,000 

Non-Federal 

1,000,000 

608,000 

Prior Year Funds 

7,386 

0 

Total Program 

$2,007,386 

$1,216,000 

Prior Year FundsfNon-Federal 



Total Reclamation Allotment 

$1,000,000 
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South/C^nlral Arizona Investigations Program 

COST-SHARING: Cities of Phoenix, Tempe, Glendale, Mesa, Scottsdale Chandler, Goodyear, Peoria, 
Surprise and Tucson, Towns of Buckeye and Gilbert, Arizona-American Water Company, and Queen 
Creek Water Company for the Central Arizona Salinity Study; the Cities of Apache Junction, Tempe, 

Mesa, Chandler, Towns of Gilbert and Queen Creek, Roosevelt Water Conservation District, Gila River 
Indian Community, Central Arizona Groundwater Replenishment District, Arizona Water Banking 
Authority, Salt River Project, New Magma Irrigation and Drainage District, Chandler Heights Irrigation 
District, Diversified Water, Arizona Water Company, and San Tan Irrigation District for the East Valley 
Water Forum; Maricopa County Flood Control District for the El Rio River Restoration Study; Maricopa 
County Flood Control District for the Floodplain Watershed Management Study; Communities of Globe 
and Miami, the San Carlos Apache Indian Tribe, Gila County, Arizona Department of Water Resources, 
and private water companies for the Globe Miami San Carlos Water Study; Pima County, Community 
Water of Green Valley and Green Valley Domestic Water Improvement District for Green Valley Area 
Water Supply Study; Town of Buckeye, Central Arizona Groundwater Replenishment District, Arizona 
Water Bank, Global Water, Maricopa County, Yavapai County and local entities along the Hassayampa 
River for the Hassayampa Recharge Study; Gila County and Town of Payson for the Mogollon Rim Water 
Resource Management Study; Arizona Department of Water Resources, Santa Cruz County, and City of 
Nogales for the Nogales Area Water Storage Study; Towns of Casa Grande, Picacho, Eloy, Coolidge, Pinal 
County, and Arizona Department of Water Resources for the Pinal County Water Resources Study; 

Arizona Department of Water Resources, Cential Arizona Groundwater Replenishment District, Southern 
Nevada Water Authority, and City of Tucson for the Salt River Valley Water Analysis and Resouree 
Study; Pima County Flood Control, Tohono O’odham Nation, and Chiii Chu District for Santa Cruz River 
Flood Plain; Arizona Department of Water Resources, Maricopa Water District, Big Bug Economic 
Development Alliance, University of Arizona, and Yavapai County Water Advisory Committee for Upper 
Agua Fria Watershed; Salt River Project, City of Prescott, Yavapai County, and Arizona Department of 
Water Resources for the Verde River Water Resources Study; and Graham County, the Gila Watershed 
Partnership, Arizona Department of Water Resources, and New Mexico Environment Department and 
other New Mexico state agencies for the Upper Gila River Watershed Restoration Study. 

WORK PROPOSED FOR FY 2011; 

Water and Energy Management and Development - 

Central Arizona Salinity Study - Continues the concentrate management research and demonstration 
project phases of the study effort. (FY 2002 - FY 201 5) 90,000 

Non-Federal - Various (45.000~) 

45.000 

East Valley Water Forum - Continues gathering water resource management data and groundwater 
modeling information in an effort to support the area-wide water management plan. This study will 
address water development and management issues for water quality, quantity, salinity, recharge and 
recovery, reuse, aquifer data, infrastructure assessment, drought management, and monitoring. This work 
is critical to the East Salt River Valley communities, which are among the fastest growing municipal areas 
in the country, located in eastern Maricopa and northeastern Pinal Counties, Arizona. 

(FY2005-FY2015) 152,000 

Non-Federal - Various (76.000'! 

76.000 


Lower Colorado Region - 80 


54862A 



2115 


Soiilh/Central Arizona Investigaliom Program 

El Rio River Restoration Study - Continues the restoration demonstration project by replacement of salt 
cedar with native vegetation. Continues assessing restoration results which would be used to improve the 
plan for a future full scale project. Continues report work on the demonstration project. The study results 
will affect the Gila River with respect to water quantity, quality, and habitat. Decrease in funding is due to 
realignment of work activities. (FY 2004 - FY 20 1 2) 1 0,000 

Non-Federal ~ Maricopa County Flood Control District fS.QOOt 

5,000 


Floodplain/Watershed Management Study - Continues study efforts with Federal, state, tribal, and local 
agencies, and stakeholders to provide planning assistance and support for improved local flood 
management practices related to multi-purpose projects for improvement of water supply and quality in 
central Arizona. Continues to work with stakeholders to identily, implement, and monitor demonstration 
projects as appropriate. The decrease in funding is due to a reduction in the funding schedule. 

(FY2005 -FY20I5) 36,000 

Non-Federal - Maricopa County Flood Control District d 8.0003 

18,000 


Globe Miami San Carlos Water Study - Continues to gather data to develop strategies to address water 
resource management needs and issues related to supply and quality with the partners and communities. 
The study is addressing contaminated well water from mining and wells that run dry during the hot 
summers. Some of the water supplies that would be evaluated during this study are Central Arizona 
Project water, ground water, effluent, and reclaiming impaired water. This study is looking at water 
quality and quantity issues and developing strategies to meet the water needs for the communities below 
Roo.sevelt Dam. (FY 2008 - FY 2016) 62,000 

Non-Federal - Various (31.0003 

31.000 

Green Valiev Area Water Supply Study - Continues study efforts with the entities located in the vicinity of 
Green Valley within Pima County. Continues data collection and evaluate water resource management 
issues. Develop alternatives to improve water resource management and increase the use of CAP water for 
the southern portion of the Tucson Active Management. (FY 2010 - FY 2015) 72,000 

Non-Federal - Various (36.0003 

36.000 

Hassavamoa Recharge Study - Continues study effort with hydrologic analysis and ground water modeling 
to verify the stream flow along the Hassayampa River in Central Arizona and address water resource 
management issues in Yavapai and Maricopa Counties. (FY 2009 - FY 20 1 5) 68,000 

Non-Federal - Various (34.0003 

34.000 

Mogollon Rim Water Resource Management Study - Continues coordination with Federal, state, local and 
tribal partners to address specific problems identified in the Mogollon Rim Water Resources Management 
Study - Report of Findings. The study partners will develop a Plan of Study that includes further 
investigation of specific viable alternatives. (FY 2003 - FY 2016) 90,000 

Non-Federal - Various (45.0003 

45.000 
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Soiith/Central Arizona Investigations Program 

Nogales Area Water Storage Study - Continues appraisal level design and evaluation. Continues gathering 
and evaluating information regarding watershed issues, water resource evaluations, and policy issues. 
Potential water shortages on the watershed would affect farming, ranching, industrial, and municipal 
interests as well as damage the existing thriving riparian area. The decrease in funding is due to a 
reduction in funding the schedule. (FY 2003 - FY 2014) 86,000 

Non-Federal - Various (43.0003 

43.000 

Pinal County Water Resources Study - Continues demonstration efforts related to advanced techfiology to 
treat water with high nitrate concentration and address water quality issues. The study is examining the 
overall groundwater quality, the possibilities of advanced water treatment, concentrate disposal, and 
possibly a demonstration project in the Pinal County area. (FY 2007 - FY 2015) 68,000 

Non-Federal - Various (34.0003 

34.000 

Salt River Valiev Water Analysis and Resource Study - Continues data collection to determine if water 
availability is sufficient to supply Arizona’s needs with respect to hydrologic cycles and water supply and 
demand during a sustained period of drought. (FY 2008 - FY 2018) 90,000 

Non-Federal - Various (45.0003 

45.000 


Santa Cruz River Flood Plain - Continues discussions with partner to identify alternatives of developing 
future water supplies of the Santa Cruz River in association with Tohono O’odham Nation. 

(FY 2009 -FY 2013) 46,000 

Non-Federal - Various (23.0003 

23,000 


Sierra Vista/Uoper San Pedro Study - Continues to coordinate and facilitate the water resource planning 
for the Upper San Pedro/Sierra Vista area in southeastern Arizona. A comprehensive and adaptive water 
resource management planning effort is needed that would address economic and environmental issues. 
The goal is to develop a water resource management plan that would balance water use by municipalities 
and Fort Huachuca against the needs of the San Pedro Riparian National Conservation Area. The final 
objective of the study is to select one or more augmentation alternatives that woidd allow the area to meet 
its goal of sustainability. (FY 2005 - FY 2015) 110,000 

Non-Federal - Various (55.0003 

55.000 

Upper Agua Fria Watershed - Continues identilying priority areas for evaluation and determining how best 
to provide assistance in the development of improved local water resource management practices, 
protection of Central Arizona Project facilities, and related development of multi-purpose projects. 
(FY2009-FY2015) 50,000 

Non-Federal - Various (25.000) 

25.000 


Lower Colorado Region - 82 


54862A 



2117 


Sotilh/Cenlral Arizona Invesiigalions Program 


Verde River Water Resources Study - Continues data collection and analysis for appraisal level study. The 
Plan of Study will focus on examining a full range of problems associated with water quantity and water 
quality and developing a set of proposed alternatives which meet the needs and criteria set forth by the 


partnership. (FY 2007 - FY 2015) 

136,000 


Non-Federal - Various 

(68.000) 



68,000 


Subtotal, Water and Energy Management and Development 


$583,000 


Fish and Wildlife Management and Development: 

Upper Gila River Watershed Restoratio n Program - Continues coordinating study efforts with other 
Federal, state, and local government agencies and stakeholders in Arizona and New Mexico. Continues 
analyzing potential biological constraints including endangered and invasive species management, 
determining water budgets, and other issues related to proposed river management strategies and 
demonstration projects. The decrease in funding is due to a revised funding schedule. 

(FY2000-FY2014) 50,000 

Non-Federa! - Graham County (25,000) 

25,000 

Subtotal, Fish and Wildlife Management and Development 25.000 

Reclamation Request 5608,000 
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Southern Arizona Water Rights Settlement Act Project 

LOCATION; San Xavier and Schuk Toak Districts of the Tohono O’Odhain Nation, Pima County, Arizona. 

DESCRIPTION/ JUSTIFICATION: This project includes work funded by Reclamation for construction of 
Southern Arizona Water Rights Settlement Act facilities. Project facilities authorized by the Act include 
rehabilitation and extension of the San Xavier District Existing Farm and construction of irrigation 
distribution systems to service the Schuk Toak New Farm, and the San Xavier District New Fann. The San 
Xavier Existing Fann rehabilitation and extension, Schuk Toak New Farm, and San Xavier New Farm 
projects are also funded under Central Arizona Project for that portion of the delivery systems which connect 
the on-reservation delivery systems to the Central Arizona Project. Other authorized work, such as the 
Tohono O’Odham Water Resource Inventory and Water Management Plan, is also carried out under this 
project. 

The Secretary of the Interior is required to deliver annually up to 1 6,000 acre-feet of water to the Schuk Toak 
District and 50,000 acre-feet of water to the San Xavier District of the Tohono O’Odham Nation at no cost to 
the Nation or Districts. The Act established the Cooperative Fund as a source of funds for the Secretary to 
meet these obligations. The Bureau of Indian Affairs administers the Cooperative Fund and transfers to 
Reclamation funds for operational costs. 

AUTHORIZATION: P.L. 67-85, Snyder Act, November 2, 192l;and P.L. 97-293, Southern Arizona Water 
Rights Settlement Act of 1982, October 12, 1982, as amended by P.L. 108-451, the Arizona Water 
Settlements Act, December 10, 2004, as amended by P.L. 1 10-148, December2l, 2007. 

COMPLETION DATA: As of September 30, 2009, the entire project is 67 percent complete. The 
authorizing Act required delivery to the Tohono O’Odham Nation to begin prior to October 1 2, 1 992. 
Additional legislation extended the completion date by 9 months. Schuk Toak New Farm was substantially 
complete in FY 2000 and the San Xavier Central Arizona Project-Link pipeline was substantially complete in 
June 200 1 . The San Xavier Existing Farm Rehabilitation was substantially complete in FY 2007 and 
substantial completion of Phase I (350 acres) of the San Xavier Farm Extension is now scheduled for 2011, 
with Phase 11 (approximately 1,000 acres) substantial completion scheduled for 2014. A scheduled 
completion of tlie San Xavier New Farm has been deferred until the San Xavier District Council holds an 
irrevocable election to decide whether to construct a new farm or to accept a cash payment settlement. This 
election is a provision of the Arizona Water Settlements Act. The Council is required to notify the Secretary 
of the Interior no later than 180 days after the enforceability date of the settlement act or by January 1, 2010, 
whichever is later. 

PERFORMANCE INFORMATION: This project is aligned with the following Department of the 
Interior 's Strategic Plan end outcome goal(s); Deliver Water. The intemiediate outcome is Complete 
Construction Projects to Increase Delivery Infrastructure and Water Availability. The Activity Based 
Costing/Management alignment is 4C - Construct Water Conveyance Facilities. 
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Southern Arizona Water Rights Settlement Act Project 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 


Program Financial Data 


Activitj' 

FY 2010 

FY2011 1 

Arizona Water 
Settlements 

Act 

Water & 
Related 
Resources 

Arizona Water 
Settlements 
Act 

Water & 
Related 
Resources 

Water and Energy Management and 
Development 

$22,728,000 

$1,616,000 

$2,000,000 

$0 

1 Facility Operations 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Enacted/Request 

$22,728,000 

$1,616,000 

$2,000,000 

$0 

1 Non-Federal 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Other Federal 

0 



3,750,480 

1 Prior Year Funds 

0 


0 

0 

1 Total Pro.gram 

$22,728,000 



$3,750,480 

LCRBDF - AWSA Revenues 




0 

1 Prior Year Funds/Other Federal 

0 

(3,374,898) 

0 

(3,750,480) 

1 Total Reclamation Allotment 

$0 

$1,616,000 

$0 

$0 


Total Cost Information 



Total Estimated 
Cost 1/ 

Total to 
9/30/09 

FY 2010 

FY2011 

Balance to 
Complete 

Project Total 

$79,898,000 

$51,500,002 



$2,053,998 

Adjustments 2/ 

3,641,000 

3,641,000 

0 

0 

0 

Total 

$83,539,000 

$55,141,002 

$24,344,000 

$2,000,000 

$2,053,998 


1 / Prior to FY 1997, construction costs for this settlement act’s implementation activities, in excess of Central 


Arizona Project authorization, were funded from Bureau of Indian Affairs transfers as well as Reclamation 
appropriations under Indian Water Right Settlement Acts. Total obligations through September 30, 1 997, 
from these other programs are $9,282,040. 

2/ Contribution received from Pima County Flood Control District towards the flood control benefits being 
achieved by the construction of the San Xavier Farm Rehabilitation. 

METHODOLOGY: The methodology has not changed from that used for the FY 201 0 Budget 
Justifications; however, the total estimated cost has been adjusted for the costs associated with the buyout of 
the San Xavier District New Farm as authorized by the Arizona Water Settlements Act. 

APPROPRIATION CEILING: The Act does not provide an overall appropriation ceiling. Flowever, 
Section 303 (a) (4) of the Act contains an appropriation authorization of $3,500,000 plus or minus indexing 
for those features of the project, which are not authorized to be constructed under any other provision of law. 
The San Xavier District and the remainder of the Schuk Toak District new farm will be constructed under the 
provision of the Snyder Act, which does not specify an appropriation ceiling. 
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Southern Arizona Water Rights Settlement Acr Pwjecl 

WORK PROPOSED FOR FY 2011: 

Water and Energy Management and Development - 

Other Southern Arizona Water Rights Settlement Act Costs - Reclamation will enter into one or more 
P.L. 93-638 agreements with the Tohono O’odham Nation or one of its districts for the following activities: 

San Xavier District Water Management Plan - Continue development of the San Xavier Water Management 
Plan to provide for reasonable recordkeeping of water use on the San Xavier District, including provisions for 
all groundwater withdrawals from non-exempt wells and provide for underground water storage and recovery 
projects. Continue to develop the framework of a new groundwater model for monitoring the affects of 
groundwater usage as well as recharge. Continue installation of groundwater monitoring wells at strategic 
locations across the District. $200,000 

San Xavier Groundwater Monitoring Program - Complete development of program that allows collection, 
storage, and interpretation of groundwater quality information. 1 40,000 

Schuk Toak Water Management Plan - The Tohono O’odham Nation (TON) will continue to develop the 
framework of a new groundwater model for monitoring the affects of groundwater usage as well as recharge. 
The TON will complete development of the Schuk Toak Water Management Plan. The TON will complete 
installation of groundwater monitoring wells at strategic locations across the eastern Schuk Toak District. 

157,000 

Schuk Toak Groundwater Monitoring Program - Complete development of program that allows collection, 
storage, and interpretation of groundwater quality infonnation. 1 1 0,000 

Tohono O’odham Water Resources Study - The TON will begin contracts for 5 new groundwater monitoring 
wells. The TON will continue to assess groundwater conditions throughout the reservation and continue 
development of 2 new groundwater models. The TON’S water resources staff will continue to provide 
primary data collection activities and groundwater model development under the provisions of a P.L. 93-638 
agreement. Complete calibration of existing groundwater models based on data collected in existing 
monitoring wells. Completion of the Tohono O’odham Nation’s water resources study will determine the 
availability and suitability of water resources within the Nation’s reservation, but outside the Tucson Active 
Management Area (AM A). 1 ,228,000 

ASARCO Land Exchange Study - The Secretaty will complete an analysis to determine the feasibility of 
executing a land exchange agreement with the landowners of the Mission Complex mine on the south end of 
the San Xavier District. Complete development of a data base of potential land for exchange and developing 
a legal strategy to affect the land exchange. 1 65,000 

2,000,000 

LCRBDF - Arizona Water Settlements Act f 2.000.000~l 

0 

Subtotal, Water and Energy Management and Development $0 
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Soufhern Arizona Water Rights SeUlement Act Projecf 


Facility Operations - Schuk Toak and San Xavier Water Delivery - Continues water delivery through the 
Central Arizona Project system, and administering payments for the operation and maintenance contract with 
the Nation and Districts to operate and maintain a 2.5 mile off-reservation pipeline used to deliver Central 
Arizona Project water to the Schuk Toak and San Xavier fanns. 3,750,480 

Other Federal - Bureau of Indian Affairs (3,750.4801 

0 

Subtotal, Facility Operations 0 

Reclamation Request SO 


SEE APPENDIX FOR: Land Certification 

Obligations by Function for Operating Projects 

Project Repayment FY 201 1 

Summary of Irrigation Investment 

Status of NEPA Compliance 

Status of Water Service and Repayment Contract 
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Southern California Investigations Program 

LOCATION: Includes the California counties of Imperial, Inyo, Los Angeles, Mono, Orange, Riverside, 
San Bernardino, San Diego, and Ventura. 

DESCRIPTION/JUSTIFICATION: The program objective is to assist Water Resources agencies with 
identifying cost-effective, reliable, local water supply sources and to initiate self-reliance methods that 
addiess existing and future water supply needs and reduce stress on imported water supplies. Southern 
California faces a critical situation where water demands exceed the dependable supply and imported 
supplies have become increasingly less reliable. Many water purveyors are experiencing increased 
competition from the environmental community as increases in water demand from other areas in 
California and neighboring states keeps up with the region’s growth. Water supplies come from a number 
of sources, such as water imported from the Colorado River, the Sacramento-San Joaquin Delta of northern 
California and other areas; and locally developed surface water supplies, groundwater, reclaimed 
wastewater, and seawater desalination. Interest has increased in these areas and so has the need for 
effective utilization and reliability of local water sources, improved water quality, and sustaining 
reasonable water costs. 

Reclamation’s priority is working with local water agencies and includes promoting and implementing 
integrated water management planning, water conservation, drought management, local water supply 
enhancement, development of diverse water portfolios with appropriate purveyors, salinity management 
practices, brine management and disposal, water quality improvement, seawater desalination, wastewater 
reclamation and reuse, conjunctive use water supply opportunities, support of environmental restoration 
and enhancement, preservation and maintenance of natural treatment systems, technology transfer, flood 
management, and safeguarding local water supplies. Reclamation continues to demonstrate the ability to 
assist local agencies in solving their water supply problems while working with stakeholders to reach 
mutually beneficial solutions. 

AUTHORIZATION: The Reclamation Actof 1902, June 17, 1902; Migratory Bird Treaty Act of 1918, 
July 3, 1918; P.L. 101-233, North American Wetlands Conservation Act of 1989, October 13, 1989; and 
P.L. 1 02-575 - Title XVI, Reclamation Wastewater and Groundwater Study and Facilities Act, 

October 30, 1 992. 

PERFORMANCE INFORMATION; This project is aligned with the following Department of the 
Interior's Strategic Plan end outcome goal; Deliver Water Consistent with Applicable State and Federal 
Law, in an Environmentally Responsible and Cost-Efficient Manner. The intermediate outcome is 
Effective Water Management to Optimize Supply. The Activity Based Costing/Management alignment is 
22 - Plan for Water and Related Use. 
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Soitlhern California Invesli^ations Program 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 
Program Financial Data 


Activity 

FY 2010 

FY20n 1 

Water and Energy Management and Development 

$1,493,000 


Enacted/Request 

$1,493,000 

$262,000 

Non-Federal 

500,000 

262,000 

Prior Year Funds 

5,230 

0 

Total Program 

$1,998,230 


Prior Year Funds/Non-Federal 

(505,230) 

HHHI!Si9SS9 

Total Reclamation Allotment 

$1,493,000 

$262,000 


COST-SHARING: City of Avalon, Long Beach Water Department and Metropolitan Water District of 
Southern California for the City of Avalon Water Supply Study; Los Angeles-San Gabriel Rivers 
Watershed Council, Los Angeles County Department of Public Works, City of Los Angeles, Water 
Replenishment District of Southern California, Metropolitan Water District of Southern California, Los 
Angeles County Sanitation Districts, California Department of Water Resources, and California 
Department of Transportation for the Los Angeles Basin County Waterslied Study; Mojave Water Agency, 
Victor Valley Water District, California Department of Water Resources, Joshua Basin Water District, Hi- 
Desert Water District, and Mojave Desert Resource Conservation District for Mojave Valley Conjunctive 
Use Study; Padre Dam Municipal Water District, San Diego County Water Authority, Otay Water District, 
California Department of Water Resources, Santa Fe Irrigation District, and San Diego River Conservancy 
for Padre Dam New Water Supplies Study; City of San Diego, California Department of Water Resources, 
County of San Diego, San Diego County Water Authority, and San Diego River Conservancy for the San 
Diego River Watershed Assessment Study; Fallbrook Public Utilities District, Rancho California Water 
District, Eastern Municipal Water District, San Diego County Flood Control District, Camp Pendleton 
Marine Corps. Base, Western Municipal Water District, and Riverside Flood Control and Water 
Conservation District for the Santa Margarita River Watershed Management Study; City of Big Bear, Lake 
Arrowhead Community Services District, Running Springs, Idyllwild, Wrightwood, and Crestline for the 
Southern California Mountain Water Supply Study. 

WORK PROPOSED FOR FY 2011: 

Water and Energy Management and Development - 

City of Avalon Water Supply Study - Continues investigation of potential alternatives for meeting the 
City’s growing water demands. Alternatives may include; water conservation measures, water recycling, 
and/or increasing additional ocean desalination capacity. (FY 2010 - FY 2013) 74,000 

Non-Federal - Various (37.0001 

37.000 

Los Angeles Basin County Watershed Study - Continues work using analytical tools to determine the 
location of demonstration sites to capture storm water runoff and recharge local gioundwater aquifers. 
Assess the impacts of reduction of run-off and water use, changes in property values, and other benefits. 
Continues the development of a regional approach for implementation of storm water augmentation 
projects in southern California and other urban areas. The decrease in funding is due to a reduction in the 
funding schedules. (FY 2003 - FY 2012) 54,000 

Non-Federal - Various (27.0001 

27.000 
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Southern California Imesligalions Program 


Mojave Valley Conjunctive Use Study - Continues to identify the opportunities to capture storm water, 
reclaimed water, and imported water to increase the supply and the water quality in the Mojave Basin. The 
decrease in funding is due to a reduction in the funding schedules. 

(FY 2009-FY20I5) 68,000 

Non-Federal - Various nTOOPI 

34.000 

Padre Dam New Water Supplies Study - Continues to identify potential new sources of water supply to 
help San Diego County, California become more locally reliable. The decrease in funding is due to a 
reduction in the funding schedules. (FY 2009 - FY 2013) 72,000 

Non-Federal - Various 136.000) 

36.000 


San Diego River Watershed Assessment Study - Continues development of a hydrology model to identify 
recharge opportunities. Continues to analyze and determine the impacts to water quality associated with 
extensive groundwater extractions. Continues to coordinate with existing and historical groundwater, land 
use, and environmental resour ces data. Continues to develop a stakeholder strategy for identifying 
locations for projects to recharge water throughout the watershed and develop the tools which would help 
decision makers determine where, when, and how to recharge dry weather run-off, storm water run-off, 
and reclaimed water flows. (FY 2008 - FY 2013) 1 1 8,000 

Non-Federal - Various (59.000) 

59,000 


Santa Margarita Watershed Management Study - Completes the Santa Margarita Wateished Analysis Risk 
Management Framework model (WARMF). Addresses the water quality issues and evaluates the tool’s 
effectiveness for determining the assimilative capacity of the Santa Margarita River and its ability to 
resolve long-term issues of effluent discharge to the river. Completes work with the Regional Water 
Quality Control Board to participate in the establishment of new Total Maximum Dissolved Limits 
(TMDL) for the Basin, use the WARMF model as a tool to re-analyze existing TMDL’s, address the need 
for site specific objective basin amendments, and address the de-listing of the Santa Margarita Estuary. 

The decrease in funding is due to a reduction in the funding schedules. 

(FY 2002 -FY 2011) 46,000 

Non-Federal - Various (23.000) 

23.000 

Southern California Mountain Water Supply Study - Continues to initiate and develop a basin-wide 
evaluation of the water supply needs and plans for projects that would support meeting the water supply 
needs for the South California Mountain communities. Evaluates potential local and regional projects that 
could optimize all available resources. Develop a stakeholder driven strategy for identifying and 
developing agreements amongst benefitting agencies on cost-sharing and planning; surveys basin-wide 
knowledge including groundwater, land use, and environmental resources; collects hydrologic and 
environmental data; identifies additional seasonal beneficial uses; identifies environmental enhancement 
opportunities within the wateished, particularly with respect to endangered and threatened species; and 
identifies alternative water management strategies for protecting water quality and supply within the basin. 
(FY 2010 - FY 2015) 92,000 

Non-Federal - Various (46.000) 

46.000 

Reclamation Request $262,000 
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Southern Nevada/Utah Investigations Program 

LOCATION: The program area is comprised of southern Nevada and all of the Virgin River Basin, 
which extends into the extreme southwest corner of Utah. 

DESCRIPTION/JUSTIFICATION: The program goal is to improve water manageinent as a means to 
meet increasing and diversifying demands with a finite and limited resource. Reclamation participates 
with other entities to conduct analysis to carry out a defined resource management investigations program 
in the hydrologic drainages of southern Utah. 

Water resouices in the program area are heavily developed. Historically, the principal use of water in the 
Virgin Basin has been irrigated agriculture, but with the high population growth rate over the past decades 
in the St. George area and Mesquite, some water has been converted from agriculture to municipal uses. In 
southern Nevada, diversion of Colorado River water is at maximum allowed by the Nevada entitlement 
and increasing water demand is currently being met by increased conscivation including reuse. 

Reclamation’s participation in water resource planning is needed to facilitate increased water system 
efficiency through the development of integrated operation of water facilities owned by multiple entities. 
Integrated operation may increase the availability of water, ease conflicting demands of consumptive and 
non-consumptive water uses, and delay water demand driven water importation projects. 

AUTHORIZATION: The Reclamation Act of 1902, June 17, 1902; and P.L. 93-320, Colorado River 
Basin Salinity Control Act of June 24, 1974, as amended. 

PERFORMANCE INFORMATION: This project is aligned with the following Department of the 
Interior’s Strategic Plan end outcome goal: Deliver Water Consistent with Applicable State and Federal 
Law, in an Environmentally Responsible and Cost-Efficient Manner. The intermediate outcome is 
Effective Water Management to Optimize Supply. Tlie Activity Based Costing/Management alignment is 
22 - Plan for Water and Related Use. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 


Program Financial Data 


Activity 

FY 2010 

FY 2011 

Water and Energy Management and Development 

$24,000 

$26,000 

Enacted/Request 

$24,000 

$26,000 

Non-Federal 

0 

0 

Prior Year Funds 

0 

0 

Total Program 

$24,000 

$26,000 

Prior Year Funds/Non-Federal 

0 

0 

Total Reclamation Allotment 

$24,000 

$26,000 


COST-SHARING: Partner for the Washington County Water Supply Study is the Washington County 
Water Conservancy District and the City of St. George, Utah. 


Lower Colorado Region ~ 91 


54862A 






















2126 


Southern Nevada/Utah Invesligaliom Program 

WORK PROPOSED FOR FY 201 1: 

Water and Energy Management and Development - 

Washington County Water Supply Study (formerly known as Gunlock Reservoir Area Flood Water 
Recharge Studvl - Continues working with the Washington County Water Conservancy District and City 
of St. George, Utah, to complete the Study. The objective of this special study is to understand arsenic 
processes in groundwater and investigate supplemental water supplies in Washington County. The District 
and City together will provide matching in-kind services. (FY 2010 - FY 2013) 

Reclamation Request S26,000 
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Yuma Area Projects 

LOCATION; These projects are located in western Arizona, southeastern California, and southern 
Nevada. 

DESCRIPTION/JUSTIFICATION: The projects provide for the delivery of water that sustains 
over 1 million acres of inigable land and 1 .7 million municipal users in both the United States and 
Mexico. Additional benefits of the projects include flood and sediment control, recreation, and fish and 
wildlife. Program activities include the operation and maintenance for water delivery of the Colorado 
River and associated facilities between Davis Dam and the Southern International Boundaiy 
(approximately 276 river miles). Facilities in addition to the river channel include banklines, jetties, 
training structures, access roads, operating bridges, levees, flood ways, drainage and/or groundwater 
recoveiy wells and related carriage facilities, transmission lines and switchyard/substations, and operation 
and maintenance of fish and wildlife facilities. The program provides for operations and maintenance of 
reservoir facilities at Imperial Dam, Laguna Dam, Senator Wash Dam, and the Senator Wash 
Pumping/Generating Plant. Provides for environmental compliance with Federal and state regulations in 
support of operation and maintenance activities. Provides for the operation and maintenance of drainage 
wellfields and conveyance systems to recover and control groundwater. 

AUTHORIZATION: Reclamation Act of 1 902, June 1 7, 1902 (Yuma Project approved by the 
Secretaiy of the Interior on May 1 0, 1904); P.L. 293, Yuma Auxiliaiy Project, January 25, 1917, as 
amended; P.L. 292, Second Deficiency Appropriation Act for 1924, Section 4 (The Fact Finders Act), 
Decembers, 1924 (Gila Project approved by the President on June 21, 1937); P.L. 585, Colorado River 
Front Work and Levee System, March 3, 1925; P.L. 642, Boulder Canyon Project Act, December 21, 
1928; P.L. 247, Interior Department Appropriation Act of 1948, July 30, 1947; P.L. 88-25, Delivery of 
Water to Mexico, May 17, 1963; P.L. 106-221, Wellton Mohawk Transfer Act, June 21, 2000; and 
P.L 106-566, Conveyance to Yuma Port Authority, December 23, 2000. The projects were 
administratively consolidated into the Yuma Projects - with the approval of the appropriations committees 
in 1957. 

PERFORMANCE INFORMATION: This project is aligned with the following Department of the 
Interior’!! Strategic Plan end outcome goals; Sustain Biological Communities and Deliver Water 
Consistent with Applicable State and Federal Law, in an Environmentally Responsible and Cost-Efficient 
Manner. The intermediate outcomes include Operate and Maintain a Safe and Reliable Water 
Infrastructure and Invasive Species. The performance measure is the Invasive Plant Species - Percent of 
baseline acres infested with invasive plant species that are controlled. The Activity Based 
Costing/Management alignment may include; 4H - Operate Dams/Water Storage Facilities, 4J - Operate 
Conveyance Facilities; 4M - Maintain Water Conveyance Facilities; 5A - Maintain Dams/Water Storage 
Facilities; 5C - Maintain Buildings; 5Z - Maintain Bridges; 7P - Control Invasive Plants; 8J - Enhance 
Water Supply; and 9C - Oversee/Administer Water Service Contracts. 
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Yuma Area Projects 
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Control Invasive Species Strategic Plan Goal PEM 2.0.5; 

The above graph identifies the Region’s accomplishments and succes.s in containing the noxious weed 
Giant saivinia (Salvinia Molesta), as well as demonstrates the direct link between budget and performance 
integration. In 1 999, salvinia was discovered growing in portions of the Palo Verde Irrigation District 
(PVID) drainage system in Blythe, California and has since migrated into the lower Colorado River. 
Salvinia is an invasive floating aquatic fei n that has the potential to become a major problem in the lower 
Colorado River, 


Reclamation in conjunction with tlie PVID, the Bureau of Land Management, Department of Agriculture, 
and the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service have implemented a number of strategies to reduce and control the 
spread of salvinia in the PVID, the lower Colorado River, associated backwaters, and on National 
Wildlife Refuges. The most successful approach to date has been an active aquatic pesticide application 
program which began in 2004. Each year since, regular pesticide application of the salvinia has been 
surveyed and efforts have been successful in controlling its spread within the drain, despite the realization 
that complete eradication is probably not going to occur. Reclamation and partner agencies need to 
continue concerted efforts to control this invasive plant to prevent it from continuing to move downstream 
and from becoming further established in the lower Colorado River. 


Lower Colorado Region - 94 


54862A 



2129 


Yuma Area Projects 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 


Program Financial Data 


Activity 

FY 2010 

FY 201 1 

Water and Energy Management and Development 

$1,175,000 

$1,362,000 

Facility Operations 

7,022,000 

6,390,000 

Facility Maintenance and Rehabilitation 

15,311,000 

13,668,000 

Enacted/Request 

$23,508,000 

$21,420,000 

Non-Federal 

50,000 

0 

Prior Year Funds 

1,929 

0 

Total Program 

$23,559,929 

$21,420,000 

Prior Year Funds/Non-Fedcral 

(51,929) 

0 

Total Reclamation Allotment 

$23,508,000 

$21,420,000 


IMPACTS OF RECOVERY ACT FUNDING: Aging water deliveiy infrastructure facilities are 
exhibiting significant signs of physical deterioration, increased risk of impairment or failure, and 
increased operations and maintenance work resulting from budget constraints in recent years. ARRA 
funds are allowing us to repair and replace various aging infrastructures to better facilitate water 
deliveries, reduce and avoid over flows to Mexico, improve storage and capacity of structures, and 
address safety concerns relating to aged and deteriorating structures while maintaining compliance with 
domestic and international water delivery agreements. These activities are not part of the current year 
request and would have been requested as increases in future years. 

WORK PROPOSED FOR FY 201 1 : 

Water and Energy Management and Development - Continues activities to develop and manage water 
entitlement and operation and maintenance contracts consistent with Colorado River water law in 
accordance with Reclamation’s responsibilities under the Boulder Canyon Project Act. Continues 
administration of contracts, assistance to water districts for canal modernization, and on farm 
conservation to preserve water supplies. $1,362,000 

Facility Operations - Continues operations of facilities to provide for delivery of water to districts in 
southern California and Arizona. Continues water accounting activities to account for water deliveries, 
water use, and return flows in accordance with Reclamation’s responsibilities under the Boulder Canyon 
Project Act. Continues operation of the drainage wells and conveyances to recover and manage 
groundwater levels. Continues operation of the Yuma Area Water Management System and River 
Telemetiy systems that automate river operations. Continues efforts to collect and analyze sediment 
samples. Continues efforts to identify non-contract users of Colorado River water as a means to preserve 
the water supply. The decrease is due to revised funding schedules, a reduced amount of effort in some 
activities, and revised work schedules and timelines. 4,599,000 

Continues activities to manage land alongthe Colorado River that is used to maintain the river and 
associated facilities. Activities include right-of-ways, utility crossing contracts, title transfers, lease 
negotiations, and management of hazardous materials. Supports the completion of land resource 
inventories, land records maintenance, and environmental and hazardous materials audits. 

914,000 

Continues compliance with Federal and state regulations for the operations and management of the 
Colorado River. Continues operations of fish and wildlife facilities. Continues efforts to monitor and 
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Yuma Area Projects 

contain Quagga Mussels. Continues efforts to contain the invasive plant, Salvinia Molesta, within river 
and canal systems and contribute to the Lower Colorado River Giant Salvinia Task Force that focuses on 
a broad approach to most effectively manage the species. 877,000 

Subtotal, Facility Operations 6,390,000 

Facility Maintenance and Rehabilitation - Continues maintenance of the lower Colorado River Sy.stem. 
Activities include maintenance of 684 miles of levee, bank line access, and canal roads; placement of 
riprap on deteriorating banklines, jetties, training structures to maintain river stability; and removal of 
wash fan silt debris to aid in river navigation and improve river safety. Replenish rock and gravel 
supplies and maintain quarries. Conduct inspections and perfonn minor repairs of quarries, stockpiles, 

1 10 bridges, banklines, roads, and sediment collection. Continues activities to monitor sediment along 
the river. The decrease is due to a reduced amount of effort in bankline maintenance activities. 

5,381,500 

Continues maintenance of drainage, well field, and conveyance systems. This includes sediment removal, 
gate and concrete repairs, and pump repairs. Continues inspections and maintenance of Imperial Dam, 
Laguna Dam, Senator Wash Dam and related structures to monitor and preserve facility reliability and 
safety. Continues maintenance of Yuma, Laguna, and Ehrenberg facilities including warehouse and 
heavy equipment shop. Maintenance includes heating and air conditioning, electrical, structural, security, 
plumbing, vehicle parking, roads, storm water run-off, fire protection, and lab equipment. The decrease is 
due to revised funding schedules, a reduced amount of effort in some activities, and revised work 
schedules and timelines. 8,286,500 

Subtotal, Facility Maintenance and Rehabilitation 13.668,000 

Reclamation Request $21,420,000 

SEE APPENDIX FOR: Obligations by Function for Operating Projects 
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UPPER COLORADO (UC) REGION 
PROJECTS AND PROGRAMS 
MAP KEY 


1 . Albuquerque Metro Area Reuse 

2. Animas-La Plata Project 

3. Balmorhea Project 

4. Carlsbad Project 

5. Chimayo Water Plan 

6. Collbran Project 

7. Colorado Investigations Program 

8. Colorado River Basin Salinity Control 
Program (CRBSCP), Title II, Basinwide 

9. Colorado River Storage Project (CRSP). 
Section 5. Participating Projects 

a. Bonneville Unit, Central Utah Project 

b. Bostwick Park Project 

c. Dallas Creek Project 

d. Dolores Project 

e. Eden Project 

f. Emery County Project 

g. Florida Project 

h. Hammond Project 

i. Jensen Unit, Central Utah Project 

j. Lyman Project 

k. Navajo Unit (Section 5 and 8) 

l. Paonia Project 

m. San Juan-Chama Project 

n. Seedskadee Project 
0 . Silt Project 

p. Smith Fork Project 

q. Vernal Unit, Central Utah Project 

10. Colorado River Storage Project fCRSPl. 
Section 8. Participating Projects 

a, Glen Canyon Unit 

b. Wayne N. Aspinall Storage Unit 

1 1 . Eastern New Mexico Investigations Program 

12. Eastern New Mexico Water Supply - Ute 
Reservoir 

13. Endangered Species Recovery 
Implementation Program 

14. Fruitgrowers Dam Project 

15. Grand Valley Unit, CRBSCP, Title II 

16. Hyrum Project 

17. Jicarilla Apache Rural Water System 

18. Mancos Project 

19. Middle Rio Grande Project 

20. Moon Lake Project 

21 . Navajo Gallup Water Supply 

22. Navajo Indian Irrigation Project 

23. Navajo Nation Investigations Program 

24. Newton Project 

25. Northern Utah Investigations Program 

26. Ogden River Project 

27. Paradox Unit, CRBSCP, Title II 

28. Pecos River Basin Water Salvage Project 


29. Pine River Project 

30. Provo River Project 

3 1 . Rio Grande Project 

32. San Juan River Basin Investigations 
Program 

33. San Luis Valley Project (Closed Basin 
Division) 

34. San Luis Valley Project (Conejos Division) 

35. Scofield Project 

36. Southern New MexicoAVest Texas 
Investigations Program 

37. Southern Utah Investigations Program 

38. Strawberry Valley Project 

39. Tucumcari Project 

40. Uncompahgre Project 

41. United States/Mexico Border Issues - 
Technical Support 

42. Upper Rio Grande Basin Investigations 

43. Weber Basin Project 

44. Weber River Project 

UC Programs Not Shown on Man 
Bureauwide Programs: 

a. Colorado River Water Quality Improvement 
Program 

b. Environmental and Interagency 
Coordination Activities 

c. Examination of Existing Structures 

d. General Planning Activities 

e. Land Resources Management Program 

f. Negotiation and Administration of Water 
Marketing 

g. Public Access and Safety Program 

h. Reclamation Law Administration 

i. Recreation and Fish and Wildlife Program 
Administration 

j. Upper Colorado River Operations Program 

k. Water Conservation Field Services Program 

l. Colorado River Storage Project (Initial Unit) 
(Too many sites to plot on this scale of map) 
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UPPER COLORADO REGION 
FY 2011 OVERVIEW 


FY 2010 
Enacted 

FY 2011 REQUEST FOR WATER AND RELATED RESOURCES I 

Water & 
Energy 

Land 

Management 

Fish & 
Wildlife 

IMi 


Total 

Program 

131,783,000 

33,603,000 

8,794,000 

28,719,000 





The Bureau of Reclamation Fiscal Year (FY) 201 1 request for the Upper Colorado Region (Region) for 
Water and Related Resources totals $108.0 million. This is a decrease of $23.8 million from the FY 2010 
Enacted amount. 

The Region encompasses the watershed areas of the upper Colorado River, the Rio Grande from its 
headwaters to Amistad Reservoir in Texas, the Pecos River, and waters draining into the Great Salt Lake 
and other geologically created closed basins. Geographically, tlie Region covers approximately 1 .6 
million acres, encompassing almost all of Utah and New Mexico, the western third of Colorado, 
northeastern Arizona, southwestern Wyoming, the far west comer of Texas, and small portions of Idaho 
and Nevada. The Region actively manages 65 projects and delivers an average of 4.4 million acre-feet of 
water annually to over 5.7 million people for agrieulture, urban, industrial, and environmental use. 

Regional activities continue to focus on protecting traditional and/or historical water resources and 
developing potential new or yet untapped resources to meet the non-linear increasing demand resulting 
from urbanization of traditionally less populated, arid portions of the Region. Essential to the success of 
our collaborative focus with our customers is sensitivity and empathy toward customer needs while 
managing often conflicting demands, valuing public opinion and operating within defined agency 
authorities. Our greatest challenge lies in the precious balance of fragile existing water resources with the 
increasingly diverse and ever-growing demands of the Southwest and Intermountain West. The requested 
funding level will ensure that Reclamation is able to sustain current levels of operations, maintenance, 
management, and environmental integrity of existing capital inveslments/resources and projects. 
Additionally, the Region has stewardship of several high profile projects necessitating continued 
reinforcement of the need to maintain funding levels for other projects within the Region to ensure 
acceptable performance levels are maintained under current funding targets. 

The Water and Energy Management and Development activity request totals $33.6 million. The 
Animas-La Plata Project budget request of $1 1.6 million forFY 201 1 is $36.7 million lower than the FY 
2010 enacted amount and is a reflection of the project nearing completion of construction. This funding 
would continue construction of the Navajo Nation Municipal Pipeline and filling of Lake Nighthorse. 

This funding would further provide for work on transfer of the Project to O&M Status and for work on 
anticipated transfer stipulations. 

The FY 201 1 budget request includes $ 10 million for the Navajo-Gallup Water Settlement Project, as 
authorized by P.L. 111-11. This funding would continue the planning, design investigations, design, and 
pre-construction activities for the initial reaches of the Navajo-Gallup pipeline identified to start 
construction in FY 2012. This funding level is an increase of $7 million over the FY 2010 enacted 
amount of $3 million. 
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Upper Colorado Region FY 2011 Overview 

Funding for the Colorado River Basin Salinity Control Project (CRBSCP) Title II Basinwide Program 
provides grants for construction of salinity reduction projects by non-Federal entities in the Colorado 
River basin. Reclamation is requesting $7.0 million for this effort, which is $338 thousand more than FY 
2010 enacted amount of $6.97 million. 

Funding of $0.8 million for eight geographically defined investigations programs is requested. The 
request is a $0.7 million reduction for tire FY 2010 enacted amount. This level of reduction will 
significantly impact ongoing appraisal planning work in Geographically Defined Program (GDP) areas 
required to adequately address critical water management issues. 

The Land Management and Development activity request totals $8.8 million for 44 Region projects in 
FY 201 1. This funding request is a $2.7 million increase over the FY 2010 enacted amount and would 
provide for increased recreational management activities and additional resource management planning. 
Funding would provide for ongoing efforts associated with management of 1.6 million acres of land and 
natural resources including license agreements, permits, cultural resources, land inventories and audits. 
Native American Graves Protection Repatriation Act activities, NEPA compliance, required record 
keeping, geographical infonnation system (GIS) activities, integrated pest management, right-of-way 
resolution, and resource management plans. 

The Fish and Wildlife Management and Development activity request totals $28.7 million. This is an 
increase of $6.2 million from the FY 2010 enacted budget. The bulk of the increase would be used to 
initiate construction of a canal automation system to conserve and redirect water for instream 
flows in support of the Endangered Species Recovery Implementation Program, This program continues 
to implement the preservation, conservation, and recovery of endangered and declining native species. 
The request for this program is $8.4 million to fund activities such as habitat management, development 
and maintenance; construction of fish screens and fish passage facilities; endangered fish propagation and 
stocking; and non-native fish control. 

The requirement to avoid jeopardy and to contribute to recovery of endangered species in the Rio Grande 
requires the continuation of activities that are both witliin and outside the scope of the collaborative 
program in the Middle Rio Grande Project. A total of $13.7 million is requested for the Middle Rio 
Grande fish and wildlife activities including $7.1 million to support the MRG supplemental water 
program, ESA features of river maintenance work, NEPA and Clean Water Act compliance, and meeting 
ESA obligations for the MRG Project; and, $4.2 million for Collaborative Program participation which 
assists in meeting ESA requirements through habitat restoration projects, research, monitoring, fish 
passage, fish propagation and rescue. 

The Facility Operations activity request totals $21.8 million, a $2.1 million increase from the FY 2010 
enacted budget. Carlsbad and CRBSCP, Paradox Valley Unit encompasses the bulk of the increase for 
this activity. Carlsbad Project funding would establish adequate water supply forecasting and monitoring 
necessary for water delivery. Paradox Valley Unit funding would investigate supplemental salinity 
control methods and alternatives to deep well injection due to projected limited life of injection well. 
Funds requested are to continue day-to-day operations on 38 projects. The San Luis Valley Project - 
Closed Basin Division will continue bio-fouling remediation and drilling of replacement wells to regain 
water production. The project is faced with significant bio-fouling problems that continue to be a 
challenge and as a result is requesting $4.3 million. The majority of the funding needed for the Rio 
Grande Project ($3.9 million) and the Paradox Valley Unit ($2.9 million) is included in this activity. 


Upper Colorado Region - 7 


54862A 



2138 


Upper Colorado Region FY 2011 Overview 

The Facility Maintenance and Rehabilitation activity request totals $15 million, a $1.8 million increase 
from the FY 2010 enacted budget. The Middle Rio Grande Project request of $9 million is a $2.1 million 
increase over FY 2010’s request. Funding would enable continuation of required rehabilitation and 
maintenanoe of the Rio Grande Channel priority sites and Low-Flow Conveyance Channel for water 
delivery, protection of the levee system, and provide adequate channel capacity. The additional funding 
would support a continued reduction in the number of river maintenance priority sites. 

FY 201 1 Planned Accomplishments includes Middle Rio Grande Project completing work on 4 priority 
sites with the expectation that there will be 22 sites requiring work at the end of FY 2011. Isleta Reach 
Habitat Restoration on Middle Rio Grande Project will also be completed; this includes modification of 
active channel islands, bars, bank lines and backwaters, and natural fomiing levees. San Luis Valley- 
Closed Basin Division will drill another 8 to 10 wells to salvage unconfmed groundwater bringing total 
re-drills up to approximately seventy three. Animas-La Plata Project will continue constraction of the last 
key feature, the Navajo Nation Municipal Pipeline and the initial filling of Lake Nighthorse. The Rio 
Grande Project will begin upgrade of the generator excitation system and replace the power plant 
generator 15Kv breakers. 

FY 2010 Planned Accomplishments include continued construction on Animas-La Plata Project; Navajo 
Nation Municipal Pipeline, O&M Facility, County Road 21 1 Relocation, Horizontal Directional Drilling, 
and continued testing of the Durango Pumping Plant during filling of Lake Nighthorse. The Scofield 
Dam Spillway modification is substantiaily complete with minor punch list items with scheduled 
completion in the spring. Middle Rio Grande Project will continue work on multiple priority sites, low- 
flow conveyance, and floodway system in support of the River Maintenance Project while at the same 
time continue to meet MRG Project ESA obligations and address the Collaborative Program extended 
ESA activity requirements. San Luis Valley - Closed Basin Division will drill another 1 0 to 12 wells to 
salvage unconfmed groundwater. Colorado River Basin Salinity Control Project Title 11 Basinwide 
Program will continue evaluating and awarding grants to non-Fcderal entities for salinity control projects 
taking advantage of cost-effective opportunities to control salinity in the upper Colorado River basin. As 
part of the San Juan River Recovery Program, construction of the Hogback Fish Weir will begin. 

FY 2009 Accomplishments included continued construction on Animas-La Plata Project, Navajo Nation 
Municipal Pipeline, and testing of equipment within the Durango Pumping Plant in support of initial 
filling of Lake Nighthorse. Dam safety modifications for Phase HI at Deer Creek Dam are substantially 
complete, as well as the Upper Stillwater Dam Repairs. Construction of required dam safety 
modifications on A.V. Watkins Dam are also substantially complete. The repayment of water purchase 
contracts with the Colorado River Water Conservation District, and major components of the Endangered 
Species Recovery Implementation Program were completed. The testing and modifications for maximum 
allowable surface injection pressure on the Paradox Valley Unit was completed. The Sumner Dam radial 
gate repair was substantially completed. The San Luis Valley - Closed Basin Division completed 6 
salvage well re-drills, bringing the total replacement wells to fifty four. Deliveries include 15,200 acre- 
feet to the Rio Grande and 3,541 mitigation acre-feet with the successful re-drills. Another four priority 
maintenance sites were completed on the Rio Grande. 

FY 2009 ARRA Accomplishments Award of all Salinity Control projects, funded through grants, to 
control salt from entering the Colorado River system. For the Middle Rio Grande Project, awards for 
riprap supply and hauling, hauling of material to strengthen Bosque Del Apache Levee, and to perform 
as-built surveys on the Low Flow Conveyance Channel completed. Discussions, negotiations, 
specifications, drawings, and scopes of work progressed for all other ARRA projects. 
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Upper Colorado Region FY 2011 Overview 


WATER AND RELATED RESOURCES REQUEST BY MISSION AREAS 

Fiscal Year 

Resource Use 
- Water 

Resource Use 
- Power 

Resource 

Protection 

Recreation 

Total 

FY 2010 
Projects 

$119,293,000 

$4,358,000 

$6,712,000 

$1,420,000 

$131,783,000 

FY 2010 
Bureauwides* 

$4,987,000 

$0 

$0 

$0 

$4,987,000 

FY20n 

Projects 

$94,465,000 

$4,336,000 

$7,309,000 

$1,894,000 

$108,004,000 

FY 2011 
Bureauwides* 

$6,515,000 

$0 

$0 

$0 

$6,515,0000 


*Regional performance measures reflect targets/accomplishments funded through individual projects and 
bureau wide programs. This table provides a breakdown of the request by projects and biireauwide 
programs specific to each fiscal year and region. The narrative below, however, does not include 
bureauwide numbers which are addressed separately under the bureauwide section. 

Resource Use - Water - (Deliver Water Consistent with Applicable State and Federal Law) - The 
amount being requested is $94.5 million, which is a $24.8 million decrease over FY 201 0. Of the $94.5 
million, $43 million is for activities associated with operating and maintaining a safe and reliable water 
infrastructure, $1 1.4 million is for activities associated with effective water management to optimize 
supply, $27.8 million is for activities associated with addressing environmental/resource stewardship 
concerns, and $i2 million is for activities associated with the completion of construction projects to 
increase delivery infrastructure and water availability. 

Resource Use - Power - (Manage or Influence Resource Use to Enhance Public Benefit, 

Responsible Development, and Economic Value - Hydropower) - The amount being requested is 
$4.3 million, which is a slight decrease over FY 2010. The hydropower needs at the Initial Units ofthe 
Colorado River Storage Project obtain revenues for all operation and maintenance activities through 
Western Area Power Administration from receipts for power generation. The estimated budget for these 
units for FY 201 1 is $61.4 million and is not reflected in the Water and Related Resources request. 

Resource Protection (Watersheds, Landscapes, and Marine Resource), (Biological Communities), 
and (Cultural and Natural Heritage Resources) - The amount being requested is $7.3 million, which 
is a $597,000 increase over FY 2010. Ofthe $7.3 million, $7 million is for restoring and maintaining 
proper function to watersheds and landscapes (salinity control), $209,000 is associated with creating 
habitat conditions for desired biological communities to flourish, and $100,000 is for reducing 
degradation and protecting cultural and natural heritage resources. 

Recreation (Improve the Quality and Diversity of Recreation Experiences and Visitor Enjoyment 
on DOI Lands) - The amount being requested is $1.9 million is an increase of $474,000 from FY 2010. 
The $1.9 million requested is to provide for and receive fair value in recreation. 
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Animas-La Plata Project 
Colorado River Storage Participating Project 

LOCATION: This project is located in southwestern Colorado and northwestern New Mexico. 

DESCRIPTION/JUSTIFICATION: The Colorado Ute Settlement Act Amendments of 2000 (Title 
III of P.L. 106-554, December 21, 2000) provide for implementation and completion of the development 
of the Animas-La Plata Project (ALP). The basic facilities to be constructed are Ridges Basin Dam and 
Lake Nighthorse; Durango Pumping Plant; Ridges Basin Inlet Conduit; and Navajo Nation Municipal 
Pipeline. Other significant activities include fish, wildlife, wetlands, and cultural resources mitigation. 

The FY 201 1 request includes $12,462 million for the project. This level of funding will continue 
construction of the Navajo Nation Municipal Pipeline, and filling of Lake Nighthorse. The funding will 
further provide for work on transfer of the project to O&M status and for work on anticipated transfer 
stipulations. In addition to construction funding, this request includes funding for continued operation 
and maintenance of improvements for wetland and wildlife mitigation lands associated with the project. 

AUTHORIZATION: P.L, 90-537, Colorado River Basin Project Act, September 30, 1968; P.L. 96-301, 
Protect Archeological Resources in Southwestern Colorado, July 2, 1980; P.L. 100-585, Colorado Ute 
Indian Water Rights Settlement Act of 1988, November 3, 1988; P.L. 106-554, Colorado Ute Settlement 
Act Amendments of 2000, December 21, 2000; P.L. 108-447, Consolidated Appropriations Act, 2005, 
December 8, 2004; P.L. 109-103, Energy and Water Development Appropriations Act, 2006, November 
19, 2005; P.L. 109-148, Department of Defense Appropriations Act, 2006, December 30, 2005. 

COMPLETION DATA: P.L. 109-103 authorized the appropriation of necessary funds through 2012. 
With the reduced level of fiinding for ALP in FY 2009, the overall project completion is now estimated 
to be 2013. As of September 30, 2009, the projeet is71 percent complete. 

PERFORMANCE INFORMATION: This project is aligned with the Department of the Interior’s 
Strategic Plan end outcome goal: Deliver Water Consistent with Applicable State and Federal Law, in an 
Environmentally Responsible and Cost-Efficient Manner. The intermediate outcomes are: Operate and 
Maintain a Safe and Reliable Water Infrastructure and Complete Construction Projects to Increase 
Delivery Infrastructure and Water Availability. The Performance Measures are: Facilities Reliability; 
Water infrastructures are in fair to good condition as measured by the Facility Reliability Rating and 
Increased Supply : Potential acre-feet to be made available through completion of projects. The Activity 
Based Costing/Management alignments include but are not limited to: Manage Project Lands, Construct 
Water Conveyance Facilities for Resource Use, and Construct Dams/Water Storage Facilities for 
Resource Use. 
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Animas-La Plata Project 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 


Program Financial Data 


Activity 

FY20IO 

FY2011 1 

Water and Energy Management and Development 

$48,373,000 


Land Management and Development 



Fish and Wildlife Management and Development 


323,000 

Facility Operations 


328,000 

Request 


$12,462,000 

Non-Federal 1/ 

1,058,000 

569,000 

Prior Year Funds 



Total Program 


$13,031,000 

Prior Year Funds/Non-Federal 


(569,000) 

Total Reclamation Allotment 

$49,608,000 

$12,462,000 


U Non-Federal ftinding represents an estimate of upfront construction cost share contributions by Project Sponsors 
based upon the implementation of P.L. 1 08-447 and P.L. 109-148. 


Explanation of Significant Changes in Funding: The decrease in requested funding is the result of 
on-schedule and on-cost completion of construction on major facilities of the Project. 


Total Costs to be Allocated I! 



Total Estimated 
Cost 

Total to 9/30/09 

2/ 

ARRA 
Funding 3/ 

FY 2010 

FY 2011 

Balance to 
Complete 

Reclamation 

$561,810,790 

$466,941,101 

$12,120,000 

$49,128,000 

$12,134,000 

$21,487,689 

Non-Federal 4/ 

22,188,210 

13,267,368 

0 

3,058,000 

569,000 

5,293,842 

Total 5/ 

$583,999,000 

$480,208,469 

$12,120,000 

$52,186,000 

$12,703,000 

$26,781,531 


1/ Facility Operations and Land Management of the Mitigation Area costs are not included in this table ($250,000 
in FY 2008; $307,000 in FY 2009; $496,000 in FY 2010; $328,000 in FY 2011). 

2/ Total costs through 9/30/09 docs not include anticipated ARRA costs. 

3/ Total ARRA funds anticipated to be obligated in FY 2009 and FY 2010. 

4/ Non-Federal cost-share represents an estimate of upfront construction cost share contributions by Project 
Sponsors based upon implementation of P.L. 108-447 and P.L. 109-148. The estimate is based on the October 
2010 (FY 2011) Interim Cost Allocation. 

Indexed to the October 2010 price level (FY 201 l)from updated Construction Cost Estimate at the January 
2003 base level of $500,000,000. The Tribal Resource Fund (funded by Bl A), non-Federal recreation costs, and 
interest during construction ate not included. 


Cost Allocation and Methodology 


Allocation 

FY2010 

FY201 1| 

Irrigation (Set Aside) 1/ 

$22,703,000 

■■KKiSRiElifitni 

Municipal and Industrial (non-Indian) 

77,026,000 

76,912,000 

Fish and Wildlife Enhancement 

13,067,000 

16,080,000 

Wetlands, Fish and Wildlife Mitigation 

56,373,000 

56,420,000 

Cultural Resources 

23,353,000 

23,360,000 

Other (Indian Tribes) 2/ 

387,112,000 

388,524,000 

Total 

$579,634,000 

$583,999,000 


\j Sunk costs assigned to irrigation related features of the previous multipurpose project. The project as currently 
authorized does not include irrigation. 

2/ Excludes $40 million Tribal Resource Fund, funded by BIA. 
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Animas-La Plata Project 


METHODOLOGY: The methodology of the cost allocation has not been modified from last year. The 
increase of 34,365,000 from FYIO to FYl I is from an updated Construction Cost Estimate at the January 
2003 base level of $500,000,000 indexed to the October 2010 price level. 

APPROPRIATION CEILING: P.L. 106-554 authorizes Reclamation to obtain such appropriations as 
necessary to complete construction. Consequently, the CRSP-authorized project ceiling is not 
applicable to the Animas-La Plata Project. 

IMPACTS OF RECOVERY ACT FUNDING: Funding received as a result of the American 
Recovery and Reinvestment Act enabled project work already authorized and planned for out-years to 
be accelerated to support the legislative intent of the Aet. 

WORK PROPOSED FOR FY 201 1 : 

Work to be Performed with Construction Funding 

Water and Energy Management and Development - Continues constructing components of Navajo 
Nation Municipal Pipeline and filling of LakeNighthorse. 

$12,127,000 

Non Federal - San Juan Water Commission and Colorado Water 

Resources and Power Development Authority 1569,000') 

Subtotal, Water and Energy Management and Development $1 1 ,558,000 

Land Management and Development - Completes Cultural Resources Mitigation - development of 
cultural resources management plan and artifact curation. Continues data recovety and reporting 
activities for Navajo Nation Municipal Pipeline and Mitigation Area. 

188,000 

Land Management - Continues management of project lands in the Ridges Basin area. 

65,000 


Subtotal, Land Management and Development 253,000 

Fish and Wildlife Management and Development - Continues funding for fish and wildlife mitigation 
and monitoring activities. Continues coordination and supplemental NEPA documentation with the 
State of Colorado and other entities regarding potential recreation or water resource development 
adjacent to Lake Nighthorse, 

323,000 


Subtotal - Construction Funding $12,134,000 

Work to be Performed with Non-Construction Funding 

Facility Operations - Continues oversight and coordination of Operation and Maintenance (O&M) 
activities for all ALP facilities with stakeholders. Continues O&M of the wetland and wildlife habitat 
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Animas-La Plala Project 

mitigation lands that have been transfeiTed from construction. Reclamation will be responsible for 
contract oversight and management. 

328,000 

Subtotal - Non-Construction Funding S328.000 

Reclamation Request $12,462,000 

SEE APPENDIX FOR: Obligations by Function for Operating Projects 
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Balmorhea Project 

LOCATION; This project is located in western Texas in Reeves County. 

DESCRIPTION/JTJSTIFICATION: The Balmorhea Project furnishes a supplemental irrigation water 
supply to about 10,600 acres near the Town of Balmorhea, Texas. Originally developed by private 
interests, the project was reconstructed by the Bureau of Reclamation in 1947. Project features include 
Phantom Lake Canal, District Main Canal, Inlet Feeder Canal, Lower Parks Reservoir; and the Madera 
Diversion Dam, which was built by private interests and repaired by Reclamation. Water rights to all 
water flowing from Phantom Lake Spring in excess of 3,337 acre-feet annually were purchased by the 
United States. Water from the spring is conveyed by a canal to the irrigation system of the Reeves 
County Water Improvement District No. 1 (District). Reclamation’s participation provides for continued 
oversight of facilities and, coordination with the Texas Parks and Wildlife Department and U.S. Fish and 
Wildlife Service to protect endangered species on site. 

AUTHORIZATION: P.L. 398, Water Conservation and Utilization Act, August 11,1 939. Authorized 
by the President on April 15, 1944. 

PERFORMANCE INFORMATION : This project is aligned with the Department of the Interior ’s 
Strategic Plan end outcome goal: Deliver Water Consistent with Applicable State and Federal Law, in an 
Environmentally Responsible and Cost-Efficient Manner. The intermediate outcome is: Operate and 
Maintain a Safe and Reliable Water Infrastructure. The Performance Measure is; Facilities Reliability: 
Water infrastructures are in fair to good condition as measured by the Facility Reliability Rating. The 
Activity Based Costing/Management alignments include but are not limited to: Manage Project Lands. 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 


Pro^m^FinaMial^a^ 


Activity 

FY 2010 

FY 2011 

Fish and Wildlife Management and Development 

$39,000 

$41,000 

Facility Operations 

16,000 

10,000 

Enacted/Request 

$55,000 

$51,000 

Non-Federal 

0 

0 

Prior Year Funds 

0 

0 

Total Program 

$55,000 

$51,000 

Prior Year Funds/Non-Federal 

0 

0 

Total Reclamation Allotment 

$55,000 

$51,000 


WORK PROPOSED FOR FY 2011: 

Fish and Wildlife Management and Development - Continues to provide stewardship for the 
maintenance of the fish propagation facility and endangered species endeavors, to include oversight and 
coordination with the Texas Parks and Wildlife Department and the United States Fish and Wildlife 
Service. $41,000 

Facility Operations - Continues routine water operations and maintenance of the Phantom Lake Spring 
located at Balmorhea, Texas. 10,000 

Reclamation Request $51,000 
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Carlsbad Project 

LOCATION: This project is located in southeastern New Mexico on the Pecos River. 

DESCRIPTION/JUSTIFICATION: The project consists of facilities associated with Sumner Dam and 
Lake Sumner (previously Alamogordo Dam and Reservoir), Brantley Dam and Reservoir, Avalon Dam 
and Reservoir, and a 210 mile distribution and drainage system to irrigate 25,055 acres in the Carlsbad 
Irrigation District. Reclamation reimburses the Carlsbad Irrigation District for the portions of operation 
and maintenance of Brantley and Avalon Dams and Reservoirs that the water users are not required to 
pay. Carlsbad Irrigation District pays all of the operation and maintenance costs for Sumner Dam. Title 
transfer to the Carlsbad Irrigation District of the distribution facilities and acquired lands was completed 
in July 2001. 

The project activities include review of operation and maintenance inspections and associated reporting 
and contracting activities, environmental support of ongoing and future operations, land management 
support, recreation oversi^t activities, rights-of-use, grazing leases, and boundary and flood control 
monitoring. 

Reclamation provides funding for an operation and maintenance contract with the State of New Mexico 
Department of Game and Fish for wildlife management at Brantley Dam. Reclamation participates in fish 
and wildlife mitigation activities, environmental activities for the re-operation of Sumner and Brantley 
Dams, and the biological assessment and studies on endangered fish and birds on the Pecos River. 

Reclamation acquires supplemental water and implements the 2006-2016 Biological Opinion and the July 
19, 2006 Record of Decision for Carlsbad Project Water Operations and Water Supply Conservation. 

AUTHORIZATION: The Secretary of the Interior authorized the Carlsbad Project (November 28, 

1905) and the President authorized Sumner Dam (November 6, 1935) in accordance with the provisions 
of the Reclamation Act of 1902, June 17, 1902; P.L. 396, Alamogordo Dam and Reservoir, Carlsbad 
Project, August 1 1 , 1939; P.L. 92-514 Reclamation Project Authorization Act of 1972, Oct. 20, 1972, 
which authorized Brantley Dam and Reservoir; P.L. 93-447 Sumner Dam and Lake Sumner, October 17, 
1974. 

BUDGET AND PERFORMANCE INTEGRATION: This project is aligned with the following 
Department of the Interior 's Strategic Plan end outcome goals: Deliver Water. 
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Carlsbad Project 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 


Program Financial Data 


Activity 

FY 2010 

FY201] 1 

Water and Energy Management and Development 

$90,000 

jiifiiiinQm 

Land Management and Development 

323,000 

■■■IQISQI 

Fish and Wildlife Management and Development 

2,064,000 

2,396,000 

Facility Operations 

837,000 

1,109,000 

Facility Maintenance and Rehabilitation 

227,000 

639,000 

EnactedfRequest 

$3,541,000 

$4,780,000 

Non-Federal 


40,000 

Prior Year Funds 


0 

Total Program 


$4,820,000 

Prior Year Funds/Non-Federal 


(40,000) 

Total Reclamation Allotment 

$3,541,000 

$4,780,000 


IMPACTS OF RECOVERY ACT FUNDING: Funding received as a result of the American 
Recovery and Reinvestment Act enabled project work authorized and planned for out-years to be 
accelerated to support the legislative intent of the Act. Funds will provide as part of Brantley Dam 
mitigation, the drilling of two new wells, rehabilitation of old wells, re-vegetation or other medications 
of areas disturbed during the development and construction. 

WORK PROPOSED FOR FY 2011: 

Wafer and Energy Management and Development - Continues participation in the Pecos water rights 
adjudication process, litigation, and contract administration activities $90,000 

Land Management and Development - Continues cultural resource surveys. Continues actions to 
ensure protection and utilization of project resources at Brantley and Avalon dams. Continues general 
land management activities within project boundaries which include support associated with grazing, 
rights-of-use, law enforcement, and emergency response to areas around Brantley Reservoir. Increase is 
due to cost of Resource Management Plan (RMP) for Sumner Reservoir. 

546,000 

Fish and Wildlife Management and Development - Continues fish and wildlife mitigation contract and 
coordination with New Mexico Department of Game and Fish for operation and maintenance of Brantley 
waterfowl and wildlife areas. 139,000 

Continues to acquire water to offset new depletions and to meet Endangered Species Act recommendation 
for the Pecos bluntnose shiner as specified in the 2006-2016 Biological Opinion. 

1,300,000 

Continues to meet the 2006-20 1 6 Biological Opinion for Carlsbad Project Water Operations and Water 
Supply Conservation and conduct environmental compliance and monitoring to support Carlsbad Project 
activities. Continues activities to minimize take of the Pecos bluntnose shiner and the interior least tern, a 
Federally endangered bird; monitoring and assessing the effects of water operations on shiner and least 
tern populations; restoring and enhancing shiner and least tern habitats; monitoring contract perfonnance 
to comply with mitigation commitments; and establishing a shiner refugia in drought years. In concert 
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Carlsbad Projecr 

with the New Mexico Interstate Stream Commission, continues maintenance on the Pecos River Ware 
Decision Support Model and conducting model analyses. Continues environmental review and 
compliance of Carlsbad Project oil and gas activities, facility repairs. State Parks work, and Reclamation 
licensing activities. 957.000 

Subtotal, Fish and Wildlife Management and Development 2,396,000 


Facility Operations - Continues activities for flood control and other project purposes to assure delivery 
of services and benefits. Continues management and oversight of the emergency management program. 
Increase is due to establishment of adequate water supply forecasting and monitoring necessary for 
project water delivery, emergency action plan EAP tabletop exercise, and removal of woody vegetation 
from Brantley Dam. 1,149,000 

Non-Fcderal - Carlsbad Irrigation District 140.0001 

Subtotal, Facility Operations 1,109,000 

Facility Maintenance and Rehabilitation - Continues oversight of Sumner Dam radial gate 
rehabilitation, annual inspection checklists, safety of dam’s status reports on Brantley and Avalon Dams, 
and miscellaneous program reviews, updates and meetings, increase required for replacement of motor 
grader for maintenance at Brantley Dam. 

Subtotal, Facility Maintenance and Rehabilitation 639,000 

Reclamation Request $4,780,000 


SEE APPENDIX FOR: Obligations by Function for Operating Projects 
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Collbran Project 

LOCATION: The project is located on the Grand Mesa near Grand Junction, in western Colorado. 

DESCRIPTION/JUSTIFICATION; The Collbran Project developed major parts of the unused water 
in Plateau Creek and its principal tributaries. The project consists of the Vega Dam and Reservoir, two 
powerplants, two major diversion dams, 37 miles of canal, and about 18 miles of pipeline and penstock. 
The project provides full irrigation for 2,500 acres and supplemental inigation for 19,000 acres. The two 
powerplants have a combined generating capacity of 13,500 kilowatts. The Collbran Water Conservancy 
District operates all inigation facilities and Reclamation operates the power facilities. 

AUTHORIZATION: P.L, 82-445, Collbran Project, July 3, 1952; P.L. 89-72, Federal Water Projects 
Recreation Act. July 9, 1965; July 19, 1965; P.L. 92-500, Clean Water Act, October 18, 1972; P.L. 102- 
575, Title XXVIll, the Reclamation Recreation Management Act of 1992, Oct. 30, 1992. 

PERFORMANCE INFORMATION: This project is aligned with the Department of the Interior 'j 
Strategic Plan end outcome goal: Deliver Water Consistent with Applicable State and Federal Law, in an 
Environmentally Responsible and Cost-Efficient Manner. The intermediate outcome is: Operate and 
Maintain a Safe and Reliability Water Infrastructure. The Performance Measure is: Facilities Reliability: 
Water infrastructure are in fair to good condition as measured by the Facility Reliability Rating. The 
Activity Based Costing/Management alignments include but are not limited to: Operate Dams/Water 
Storage Facilities. This also includes the end outcome goal; Manage or Influence Resource Use to 
Enhance, Public Benefit, Responsible Development, and Economic Value. The intermediate outcome is: 
Operate and Maintain Reliable, Safe, and Secure Power Facilities. The Performance Measure is: Facility 
Reliability; Hydropower facilities are in fair to good condition as measured by the Facilities Reliability 
Rating. The Activity Based Costing/Management alignments include but are not limited to: Maintain 
Hydro-Power Facilities. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 


Program Financial Data 


Activity 

FY 2010 

FY 2011 

Water and Energy Management and Development 

$74,000 


Land Management and Development 

93,000 


Facility Operations 

1,187,000 

1,481,000 

Facility Maintenance and Rehabilitation 

2,374,000 

784,000 

Enacted/Request 

$3,728,000 

$2,514,000 

Non-Federal 

0 

0 

Prior Year Funds 

0 

0 

Total Program 

$3,728,000 

■BH 

Underfinancing 

0 

0 

Prior Year Funds/Non-Federal 

0 

0 

Total Reclamation Allotment 

$3,728,000 

$2,514,000 
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CoUbran Frojecf 


WORK PROPOSED FOR FY 2011: 

Water and Energy Management and Development - Continues actions necessary to ensure the delivery 
of project water and benefits including the review and approval of reallocations and transfers, drafting and 
amending water contracts, compliance with contractual obligations, administration and protection of 
existing water rights, and development of new water rights. Increase is due to scheduled water quality 
monitoring program which is rotated from project to project within Western Colorado Area Office’s 
projects. $99,000 

Land Management and Development - Resumes integrated pest management and resource management 
activities. Continues hazardous materials audit activities, oversight and management of land resources and 
land resource management agreements. Increase is due to the resumption of activities. 150,000 

Facility Operations - Continues dam tenders training, essential direct operations necessary for the 
delivery and storage of water at the Upper and Lower Molina Powerplants, updating standing operating 
procedures, and assisting entities downstream from Reclamations facilities in preparing and implementing 
emergency action plans. Continues routine maintenance on the infrastructure required to deliver project 
benefits, contractual Federal share of the maintenance costs of Vega Dam and Reservoir, and Southside 
Canal, direct maintenance for the delivery and storage of water, and for the power plant, operation of the 
Grand Mesa Collection System to deliver water for power generation at the Upper and Lower Molina 
Powerplants, and to provide irrigation water in dry years. Increase is due to increase in contract payment 
for O&M facilities. 1,481,000 

Facility Maintenance and Rehabilitation - Begins accessibility retro fits, facility planning, development 
and replacement of recreation facilities. Continues inspections, and maintenance of Type I and 2 bridges, 
examination of project structures for safety evaluation of existing dams, review of operation and 
maintenance program, preparation of examination reports, instrumentation monitoring, and updating of 
project records and drawings. Decrease is due to fewer RAX item needs. 

784.000 

Reclamation Request $2,514,000 

SEE APPENDIX FOR: Obligations by Function for Operating Projects 
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Colorado Investigations Program 

LOCATION: This program is located in the river basins on the western slope of the State of Colorado. 

DESCRIPTION/JUSTIFICATION: Many of the issues currently confronting local, state and Federal 
water resource managers in the state are associated with the need to meet growing water demands. In 
addition to changes in traditional irrigation, municipal, and industrial needs, the public’s desire to manage 
water for recreational and environmental needs in Colorado is increasing. Compounding these issues are 
efforts to recover endangered species in the Colorado and San Juan River basins and satisfy Native 
American water rights claims in the San Juan River Basin. These competing demands highlight the need 
to evaluate the operation of Reclamation’s facilities, both individually and from an integrated system- 
wide perspective. Opportunities exist to enhance water yield, to maximize hydropower generation, to 
minimize the need for new facilities, and to restore aquatic ecosystems. 

AUTHORIZATION: The Reclamation Act of 1902, June 17, 1902; P.L. 91-190, National 
Environmental Policy Act of 1969; and P.L. 93-205, the Endangered Species Act , December 28, 1973, as 
amended. 

PERFORMANCE INFORMATION: This project is aligned with the Department of the Inferior 's 
Strategic Plan end outcome goal: Deliver Water Consistent with Applicable State and Federal Law, in an 
Environmentally Responsible and Cost-Efficient Manner. The intermediate outcome is: Effective Water 
Management to Optimize Supply. The Performance Measure is: Optimize Supply: Improvement in 
existing water supply (acre-feet per year) resulting from management agreements and partnerships. The 
Activity Based Costing/Management alignments include but are not limited to: Plan for Water and 
Related Resource Use. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 


Program Financial Data 


Activity 

FY 2010 

FY 2011 

Water and Energy Management and Development 

$285,000 

$183,000 

Enacted/Request 

285,000 

$183,000 

Non-Federal 

285,000 

183,000 

Prior Year Funds 

0 

0 

Total Program 

$570,000 

$366,000 

Underfinancing 

0 

0 

Prior Year Funds/Non-Federal 

(285,000) 

(183,000) 

Total Reclamation Allotment 

$285,000 

$183,000 


COST-SHARING: Cost sharing will be provided the Colorado Water Conservation Board, Colorado 
River Water Conservation District, Denver Water Board, Northern Colorado Water Conservancy 
District, and Orchard Mesa Irrigation District. Cash and in-kind services will be provided. 


WORK PROPOSED FOR FY 2011: 

Water and Energy Management and Development - Completes work on plans and begins technical 
assistance to implement a canal automation system for the Orchard Mesa Irrigation District, a 
component of Reclamation’s Grand Valley Project. Construction will be funded through the Upper 
Colorado Recovery Implementation Program and non-Federal cash cost sharing contributions. Current 
analysis indicate that approximately 1 7,000 acre-feet of water can be conserved and redirected to 
address growing needs for human water supplies as well as improving habitat conditions for endangered 
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Colorado Jnvesligations Program 


fish. Based on a similar project completed in FY 2004, it is estimated that this conserved water can be 
developed by non-federal cost share partners for approximately $65 per acre-foot. Decrease is due to 
revised estimates. 

(FY2006-FY2011j 366,000 

Non-Federal 1183.0001 

Reclamation Request $183,000 

SEE APPENDIX FOR: Obligations by Function for Operating Projects 
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Colorado River Basin Salinity Control Program 
Title 11 - Basinwide Program 

LOCATION: Projects are located in the Colorado River Basin States of Wyoming, Colorado, Utah, 

New Mexico, Nevada, Arizona, and California. 

DESCRIPTION/JUSTIFiCATlON: Quantified economic salinity damages to municipal and 
agricultural water users of Colorado River water due to salinity are currently over S350 million per year. 
Without the Salinity Control Program it is estimated that the quantified economic damages would be over 
$61 5 million per year. Municipal users in southern California are being particularly hard hit because 
salinity limits their ability to reuse wastewater to meet increasing demands on water supplies. The 
salinity program is designed to meet the objectives of the Colorado River Basin (Basin) Water Quality 
Standards, These standards include a plan of implementation to limit further degradation of water quality 
in southern California, Arizona, Nevada, and deliveries to Mexico. The goal of the program is to seek 
cost-effective, regional solutions to the problem. 

P,L. 104-20 authorized Reclamation, through the Basinwide Program, to take advantage of new, cost- 
effective opportunities to control salinity anywhere in the Basin. The Act authorizes Reclamation to be 
responsive to private proposals and work with non-Federal entities to take advantage of opportunities as 
they arise. Through the Basinwide Program, Reclamation solicits, ranks, and selects new salinity control 
projects based on a competitive process open to the public. These projects typically involve converting 
unlined canals and ditches to pipelines located in the Upper Basin States of Utah, Colorado, and 
Wyoming to reduce seepage that picks up salt and carries it into the Colorado River system. Cooperative 
agreements are awarded with selected proponents and are usually limited to no more than about five years 
in duration. Funds collected into the Lower Colorado River Basin Development Fund and the Upper 
Colorado River Basin Fund (Basin Funds) from a surcharge on power produced at Reclamation facilities 
can be advanced to cost-share 30 percent of the cost.of the Basin wide Program. 

The Basinwide Program also benefits the Upper Basin States by improving water management and 
increasing irrigation efficiencies within irrigation projects on saline soils. By integrating USDA - Natural 
Resources Conservation Service’s (NRCS) on-farm irrigation improvements with Reclamation’s off-farm 
improvements, significantly better management and higher efficiencies can be obtained. If landscape 
permits, pressure from piped delivery systems funded by Reclamation can be used to drive sprinkler 
irrigation systems funded by the NRCS at efficiency rates far better than those from methods used 
historically, i.e. flood irrigation. 

AUTHORIZATION: P.L. 93 320, Colorado River Basin Salinity Control Act, June 24, 1974; 

P.L. 98-569, Colorado River Basin Salinity Control Act Amendment, October 30, 1984; P.L. 104-20, 
Colorado River Basin Salinity Control Act, Amendment, July 28, 1995; P.L. 104-127, Federal 
Agriculture Improvement and Reform Act of 1996, April 4, 1996; and P.L. 106-459, Amendment of the 
Colorado River Basin Salinity Control Act, November 7, 2000; and P.L. 1 10-246, Food, Conservation, 
and Energy Act of 2008, June 18, 2008. 

COMPLETION DATA: As of September 30, 2009 the Federal portion of the project is 69 percent 
complete. 

PERFORMANCE INFORMATION: This project is aligned with the following Deparlment of the 
Interior 's Strategic Plan end outcome goal(s): Improve Health of Watersheds, Landscapes, and Marine 
Resources. The intermediate outcome is: Restore Watersheds and Landscapes. The Performance 
Measure is: Salinity Control: Tons of salt loading prevented. The Activity Based Costing/Management 
alignments include but are not limited to; Reduce Salt Loading into Colorado River/Reservoir System. 
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Colorado River Basin Salinify Control Program 


For Reclamation to meet its target objective of controlling 650,000 tons of salt per year through the 
Basinwide Program by 2025, it needs to implement another 350,000 tons per year of new salinity control 
measures. The FY 201 1 request will fund new measures to control about 1 1,700 tons per year. 

Salinity control measures funded by Reclamation control over 600,000 tons of salt per year and with 
quantified damages estimated to be $168 per ton, nearly $101 million worth of economic damages per 
year are averted. 

Salinity control of the Colorado River is allowing the U.S., as part of its treaty with Mexico, to provide 
higher quality water to Mexico. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 


Program Financial Data 


Activity 

FY 2010 

FY 2011 

Water and Energy Management and Development 

$6,612,000 

$7,000,000 

Request 

jjj^jjjjg^gggjj 


Cost-Share from Basin Funds 1/ 



Prior Year Funds 

0 

0 

Total Program 

$17,396,000 

$17,714,000 

Prior Year Funds/Non-Federa! (Revenues) 

(10,784,000) 

(10,714,000) 

Total Reclamation Allotment 

$6,612,000 

$7,000,000 


1/ Cost-share portion for the Basinwide Program and the USDA Salinity Program advanced from the 
Basin Funds. Previously these amounts were labeled as Non-Federa! (Revenues). 


Total Cost Information 



Total 
Estimated Cost 

Total to 
9/30/09 

ARRA 

Funding 




Reclamation 

$615,271,000 

$411,261,000 

$11,115,000 

$6,612,000 

$7,000,000 

$179,283,000 1 



176,255,000 

4,764,000 

2,834,000 



1 Other 2/ 



0 

7,950,000 

$7,714,000 


1 Total 



$15,879,000 

$17,396,000 

$17,714,000 

$278,607,704 | 


1/ Cost-share portion for the Basinwide Program advanced from the Basin Funds. 

2/ Cost-share portion for the USDA Salinity Program advanced from the Basin Funds. 


COST-SHARING: Thirty percent of the cost of the Basinwide and the USDA Salinity Programs are 
advanced from the Basin Funds as cost-share. 

APPROPRIATION CEILING: Appropriations authorized are $615,271,000 (October 2010 prices 
levels). The amount available for the Basinwide Program is $ 1 89,070,000. The amount of the ceiling 
remaining in the Federal obligation for the Bastnwide Program is $1 89,070,000. This authorization is 
adequate to complete the project as currently proposed. Prior to January 2008, only the original 
authorized construction amount of $175,000,000 was shown. Since January 2008, the new amount listed 
above represents current authorized indexing. 
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Colorado River Basin Salinity Coniro! Program 

The American Recovery and Reinvestment Act (ARRA) of 2009 allowed for an additional 1 1,886 tons of 
salt control per year. 

IMPACTS OF RECOVERY ACT FUNDING: Funding received as a result of the American 
Recovery and Reinvestment Act afforded the opportunity to solicit additional Grant proposals during FY 
2009 to increase salinity control efforts and meet FY target for the Colorado River Basin Salinity 
Control Program. 


WORK PROPOSED FOR FY 2011 

Water and Energy Management and Development - Colorado River Basin Salinity Control Program - 
Continues to award contracts to protect water quality according to the most cost effective proposals to 
reduce salinity. Increase is due to the need to complete additional salinity projects, to reach the 
Reclamation goal of 650,000 tons of salt removed by fiscal year 2025. $ 1 7,7 1 4,000 
30% cost-share from Basin Funds (Basinwide Program) (3,000,000) 

30% cost-share from Basin Funds (USDA Program) (7.714.000) 

Reclamation Request 57,000,000 

SEE APPENDIX FOR: Benefit Cost Ratios as of October 1 , 2008 
Project Repayment for FY 2009 
Status of NEPA Compliance 
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Colorado River Storage Project, Section 5 

LOCATION: Projects are located in the Colorado River Basin States of Arizona, Colorado, New 
Mexico, Utah, and Wyoming. 

DESCRIPTION/JUSTIFICATION: The four initial units of the Colorado River Storage Project 
(CRSP) include Glen Canyon Dam, Reservoir, and Power plant; Wayne N. Aspinall Dams, Reservoirs, 
and Power plants; Flaming Gorge Dam, Reservoir, and Power plant; and Navajo Dam and Reservoir. 
Currently funded participating projects include: Bostwick Park, Central Utah (including the Bonneville, 
Jensen, and Vernal Units), Dallas Creek, Dolores, Emery County, Florida, Hammond, Lyman, Paonia, 

San Juan-Chama, Silt, and Smith Fork. The Eden Project is a participating project only to the extent that 
CRSP power revenues are being used to repay construction costs of the irrigation features which are not 
reimbursable by the water users. 

Continued oversight of the operation and maintenance provided by the participating projects is needed to 
ensure the preservation of the Federal investment. Non-reimbursable operation and maintenance 
activities as required by law, legal agreement, or Reclamation policy also need to be continued. 

The Navajo Indian Irrigation Project, also a participating project, is funded by the Bureau of Indian 
Affairs, but is being built by Reclamation. The Animas-La Plata Project, a CRSP participating project, 
is listed separately, as are the Recreation and Fish and Wildlife facilities for the Glen Canyon, and 
Wayne N. Aspinall Units (See CRSP Section 8). Funding from revenues produced by the project for 
power and related features of the CRSP are described in the Revenue Financed Programs section. 

AUTHORIZATION: The Reclamation Act of 1902, June 17, 1902; P.L. 68, Interior Appropriations 
Act of 1940, May 10, 1939; P.L. 1 17, Paonia Project, June 25, 1947; P.L. 132, Completion of Eden 
Project, June 28, 1949; P.L. 84-485, Colorado River Storage Project Act, April 11,1 956; P.L. 88-568, 
Colorado River Storage Project, September 2, 1964; P.L. 90-537, Colorado River Basin Project Act of 
September 30, 1968; P.L. 92-500, Clean Water Act, October 18, 1972; P.L. 102-575, Title II-VI Central 
Utah Project Completion Act, October 30, 1992; P.L. 98-569, October 30, 1984 (authorized salinity 
control as a purpose of the Dolores Project and combines features of the McElmo Creek Unit, Colorado 
River Water Quality Improvement Program, with the Dolores Project); P.L. 104-127, Federal 
Agriculture Improvement and Reform Act of 1996, authorizes cost-sharing from Basin Funds in lieu of 
repayment for the salinity program, April 14, 1996. 

PERFORMANCE INFORMATION; This project is aligned with the Department of the Interior's 
Strategic Plan end outcome goal: Deliver Water Consistent with Applicable State and Federal Law, in an 
Environmentally Responsible and Cost-Efficient Manner. The intermediate outcomes are: Operate and 
Maintain a Safe and Reliable Water Infrastructure and Complete Construction Projects to Increase 
Delivery Infrastructure and Water Availability. The Performance Measures are: Facilities Reliability: 
Water infrastructures are in fair to good condition as measured by the Facility Reliability Rating and 
Increased Supply: Potential acre-feet to be made available through completion of projects. The Activity 
Based Costin^Management alignments include but are not limited to: Manage Project Lands and 
Construct Water Conveyance Facilities for Resource Use. 
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Colorado River Storage Project, Section 5 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 


Program Financial Data 


Activity 

FY2010 

FY2011 1 

Water and Energy Management and Development 

$684,000 


Land Management and Development 

2,534,000 


Fish and Wildlife Management and Development 

36,000 


Facility Operations 

3,409,000 


Facility Maintenance and Rehabilitation 

1,302,000 

1,228,000 

Enacted/Request 


$8,902,000 

Non-Federal 1/ 

4,568,000 


Prior Year Funds 

0 

0 

Total Program 

$12,533,000 

$13,978,000 

Prior Year Funds/Non-Federal 


(5,076,000) 

Total Reclamation Allotment 

$7,965,000 

$8,902,000 


1/ Includes $1,213,000 for the Dolores Project in FY 2010 and $1,182,000 for FY 201 1 from Revenue Financed 
Programs 


WORK PROPOSED FOR FY 2011; 

Bonneville Unit, Central Utah Project - Continues water right activities to include protecting project 
water rights from the activities of others that may adversely impact project operations. Continues 
recreation rehabilitation at Starvation reservoir, cost-shared with the State of Utah. Continues land 
resource management and compliance activities associated with administering project lands and 
recreation management oversight for project facilities. Provides automated data collection activities on 
project facilities. Continues wetland mitigation at project facilities. Continues to perform overview of 
flood control operations at Jordanelle and Starvation dams. Continues to provide reservoir operating 
plans, river and reservoir modeling, and coordination for project facilities. Continues to provide 
assistance to local area governments and emergency management personnel in the development of local 
emergency operations plans and development or revision to Reclamation’s emergency action plans. 
Continues contract obligation of the United States to pay the Central Utah Water Conservancy District 
costs assigned to non-reimbursable functions. Continues review of operation and maintenance of the 
project by water user entities and annual review and oversight of the examination of existing structures 
program. Increase due to the need to provide adequate level of funding for oversight activities on project 
facilities. 3,883,000 

Non-Federal - State of Utah (921.000) 

$2,956,000 

Bostwick Park Project - Continues administration and compliance activities for repayment, water 
services, carriage contract administration and development, and water administration. Continues land 
resources management, land use agreements, hazardous material inventory, and resource management 
reviews. Continues updating standing operating procedures, assisting entities in preparing and 
implementing emergency action plans, dam tender training, implementing early warning systems, and 
reimbursement to Bostwick Park Water Conservancy District for operation and maintenance of project 
facilities. Continues examination of existing structures, bridge inspections, and instrumentation reviews. 

263,000 

Colorado River Storage Project (Initial Units) - Continues Biological Opinion requirements for 
Flaming Gorge Dam and Reservoir. Continues additional management functions. Continues the 
reallocation process by examining benefits of selected purposes of the Initial Units. 114,000 
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Colorado River Storage Project, Section 5 

Dallas Creek Project - Continues administration and compliance activities for repayment, water 
services, carriage contract administration and development, water quality monitoring, and water 
administration. Continues land resources management, hazardous materials inventory, and land use 
agreements administration. Continues updating standing operating procedures, assisting entities in 
preparing and implementing emergency action plans, dam tender training, flood control activities, early 
warning system, and reimbursement to Tri County Water Conservancy District for cost of operations, 
maintenance, recreation management, and replacement of features chargeable to fish and wildlife. 
Continues examination of existing structures, follow-up activities, and completing recommendations as 
a result of examinations, bridge inspection, and instrumentation activities. 607,000 

Dolores Project - Continues ongoing requirement for the review and administration of the project 
repayment contract to ensure compliance, including review and approval of water reallocation petitions, 
water quality monitoring and salinity monitoring to verify reduction benefits. Continues oversight 
management and land use agreements. Continues administration of water releases scheduling including 
annual operating plan in coordination with MePhee Reservoir Spill committee and other entities, 
updating standing operating procedures, preparing and updating emergency action plans, and recreation 
management. Continues dam tender training, dam instrumentation reviews, operation and maintenance 
activities, and salinity mitigation. Continues examination of existing project facilities and 
instrumentation activities. 2,083,000 

Non-Federal - Power Users in Basin States (Revenues) (1.182.000) 

901.000 

Eden Project - Continues administering project lands and compliance activities associated with the land 
management of project lands. Continues assistance to local area governments and emergency 
management personnel in the development of local emergency operation plans. Continues to revise 
Reclamation’s emergency action plans. Continues review of the associated facilities being operated and 
maintained by water user entities and oversight of the examination of existing structures program. 

219.000 

Emery County Project - Continues activities associated with compliance, administering project lands, 
and management oversight for project facilities. Continues to perform reservoir operating plans, river 
and reservoir modeling, and defining facility security measures at project facilities. Continues assistance 
to local area governments and emergency management personnel in the development of local emergency 
operation plans and revising emergency action plans. Continues review of operation and maintenance of 
the project with the associated facilities being operated and maintained by water user entities. Continues 
annual review and oversight of the examination of existing structures program. Increase due to need to 
provide adequate level of funding for land resource management related activities on project facilities. 
Increase needed for adequate level of funding of oversight activities and operation and maintenance 
activities on project facilities. 193,000 

Florida Project - Continues ongoing requirement for the review and administration of the project 
repayment contract to ensure compliance, including review and approval of water reallocation petitions, 
and water quality monitoring. Continues land use inventories, oversight management, land use 
agreements, and contract administration. Continues administration of water releases scheduling 
including annual operating plan in coordination with other entities, updating standing operating 
procedures, preparing and updating emergency action plans, dam tender training, dam instrumentation 
reviews, and operation and maintenance of facilities. Continues examination of existing project 
facilities and instrumentation activities. 254,000 

Hammond Project - Continues contract administration activities, water quality monitoring and public 
access and safety activities. Continues land use inventories and land use agreements. Continues basic 
operations and maintenance activities, including emergency action plan and dam tender training. 

163.000 
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River Storage Project, Section 5 

Jensen Unit, Central Utah Project - Begins development of resource management plan for Red Fleet 
dam and reservoir. Continues contract repayment administration for projects. Continues activities 
associated with administering project lands, recreation management oversight for project facilities, and 
compliance activities associated with project lands. Provides automated data collection activities on 
project facilities. Continues to perfonn overview of flood control operations at Red Fleet dam; provide 
reservoir operating plans, river and reservoir modeling, and coordination for project facilities; provide 
assistance to local area governments and emergency management personnel in the development of local 
emergency operations plans; and development or revision to Reelamation’s emergency action plans. 
Continues review of operation and maintenance of the project by water user entities and annual review 
and oversight of the examination of existing structures program. Increase needed for adequate level of 
funding of oversight activities, land resource management activities, and operation and maintenance 
activities on project facilities. SS3,000 

Lyman Project - Continues contract repayment administration for projects. Continues activities 
associated with administering project lands. Provides automated data collection activities on project 
facilities. Continues assistance to local area government and emergency management personnel in the 
development of local emergency operation plans. Continues to revise Reclamation’s emergency action 
plans. Continues review of operation and maintenance of the project with the associated facilities being 
operated and maintained by water user entities and review and oversight of the examination of existing 
structures program 92,000 

Navajo Unit - Continues funding for water quality monitoring and essential management functions. 
Continues cost share for recreation facilities operation and maintenance activities in conjunction with the 
State of Colorado. Decrease due to re-alignment of activities to Navajo Unit, Section 8 in an effort to 
more accurately reflect correct funding and work. 424,000 

Non-Federal - States of Colorado and New Mexico (200.000> 

224.000 

Paonia Project - Continues administration and compliance activities for repayment, water services, 
carriage contract administration and development, water administration, and water quality activities. 
Continues oversight and management of land resources. Continues operations and maintenance of 
recreation facilities, flood control activities, early warning by remote monitoring, updating standing 
operating procedures, assisting entities in preparing and implementing emergency action plans, and dam 
tender training. There is a 50/50 cost share for tlie operations and maintenance of the recreation 
facilities. Continues examination of existing structures activities to ensure safety of public, review of 
operation and maintenance program, instrumentation reviews, and bridge inspections. 

380,000 

Non-Federal - State of Colorado 15.000'! 

375.000 

San Juan-Chama Project - Continues non-reimbursable maintenance activities. Continues contract 
administration, hazardous materials review, processing of licenses, leases, permits, and addressing 
trespass and landowner issues and public concerns, including environmental and cultural resources. 
Continues land resource activities as outlined in the resource management implementation plan. 
Continues environmental support for increased operation and maintenance activities (dam and road 
maintenance, material removal, vegetation management, sediment sluicing), as needed for title transfer 
investigations and requests to modify diversion dam bypasses. Continues ongoing activities which 
require environmental review under Clean Water Act Section 404, National Environmental Policy Act, 
Endangered Species Act and/or National Historic Act. Continues the operation of Heron Dam, diversion 
works, canals, removing sediment, and maintaining automation works at Oso, Little Oso, and Blanco 
Diversion dams, operation and maintenance on concrete lined tunnels and open channel, operation and 
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Colorado River Storage Project, Section 5 

maintenance of project facilities, water accounting, and oversight of the operation of Nambe Falls Dam 
and Reservoir. Non-Federa! - City of Albuquerque, Middle Rio Grande Conservancy District, County 
and City of Santa Fe and Public Services Company, Pojoaque Valley Irrigation District, Village of Los 
Lunas, Village of Taos Sky Valley, City of Espanola, Town of Taos, Town of Bernalillo, Town of 
Helen, and tlie Village of Red River, and the Jicarrilla Apache Tribe. 3,197,000 

12.475.0001 

722,000 

Seedskadee Project - Continues recreation management necessary to administer the contract with the 
managing agency to ensure compliance with Federal laws and regulations for public use at the reservoir. 

99,000 


Silt Project - Continues administration and compliance activities for repayment, operation and 
maintenance, water services, water rights issues, carriage contract administration and development, 
water administration, and water quality activities. Continues oversight management of land resources 
administration. Continues dam tender training, updating standing operating procedures, assisting 
entities in preparing and implementing emergency action plans, and 50/50 cost-share of operation and 
maintenance of recreation facilities with the State of Colorado. Continues bridge inspections, 
examination of existing structures activities to ensure safety of public, and instrumentation reviews. 

661,000 

Non-Federal - State of Colorado ( 160,000') 

501.000 

Smith Fork Project - Continues administration and compliance activities for repayment, operation and 
maintenance, water services, carriage contract administration and development, water rights 
administration, and water quality activities. Continues oversight and management of land resources, and 
land use agreements. Continues operation and maintenance of recreation facilities, dam tender training, 
updating standing operating procedures, and assisting entities in preparing and implementing emergency 
action plans. There is a 50/50 cost share for the operation and maintenance of the recreation facilities, 
Continues examination of existing structures, scheduled bridge inspection activities to ensure safety of 
public, and instrumentation reviews. 590,000 

Non-Federal - State of Colorado (127,000') 

463.000 

Vernal Unit, Utah Project - Continues essential management functions of the area office. Continues 
activities associated with administering project lands, the recreation management contract and oversight 
for project facilities, and compliance activities associated with project lands. Provides automated data 
collection activities on project facilities. Continues reservoir operating plans, river and reservoir 
modeling, and coordination for project facilities. Continues assistance to local area governments and 
emergency management personnel in the development of local emergency operation plans and revising 
emergency action plans. Continues review of operation and maintenance of the project and review and 
oversight of the examination of existing structures program. 203,000 

Reclamation Request $8,902,000 

SEE APPENDIX FOR: Obligations by Function for Operating Projects 
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Colorado River Storage Project, Section 8 
Recreational and Fish and Wildlife Facilities 
Glen Canyon Unit, Arizona 
Navajo Unit, Colorado 
Wayne N. Aspinall Storage Unit, Colorado 

LOCATION: Projects are located in the Colorado River Basin States of Arizona, Colorado, New 
Mexico, and Wyoming. 

DESCRIPTION/JUSTIFICATION; Section 8 of the Colorado River Storage Project (CRSP) Act, 
enacted April 11,1 956, authorized and directed the Secretary of the Interior to investigate, plan, 
construct, operate, and maintain (1) public recreational facilities on lands withdrawn or acquired for the 
development of the Colorado River Storage Project, or participating projects, to conserve the scenery; the 
natural, historic, and archeological objects; and the wildlife on said lands and to provide for the public use 
and enjoyment of the same and to the water areas created by these projects by such means as are 
consistent with the primary purposes of said projects; and (2) facilities to mitigate losses of, and improve 
conditions for, the propagation of fish and wildlife. 

AUTHORIZATION: P.L. 84-485, Colorado River Storage Project, April II, 1956; P.L. 89-72, Federal 
Water Project Recreation Act, July 9, 1965; P.L. 93-205, Endangered Species Act of 1973; P.L. 102-575, 
Reclamation Projects Authorization and Adjustment Act of 1992, October 30, 1992. 

COMPLETION DATA: Reclamation committed to carry out conservation measures in the 2007 
Shortage Guidelines Biological Opinion and 2008 Biological Opinion on Olen Canyon Dam operations. 
The Shortage Guidelines Biological Opinion is in effect through 2026 and the Glen Canyon Dam 
Biological Opinion covers the period 2008-2012. 

PERFORMANCE INFORMATION: These projects are aligned with the Department of the Interior 's 
Strategic Plan end outcome goal: Deliver Water Consistent with Applicable State and Federal Law, in an 
Environmentally Responsible and Cost-Efficient Manner. The intermediate outcome is; Operate and 
Maintain a Safe and Reliability Water Infrastructure. The Performance Measure is: Facilities Reliability: 
Water infrastructures are in fair to good condition as measured by the Facility Reliability Rating. The 
Activity Based Costing/Management alignments include but are not limited to: Operate Dams/Water 
Storage Facilities and Manage Project Lands. These projects are also aligned with the Department of the 
Interior's Strategic Plan end outcome goal: Protect Cultural and Natural Heritage Resources. The 
intermediate outcome is: Cultural Resources. The Performance Measure is: Cultural Collections: 

Percent of collections in DOI inventory in good condition (i.e. maintained according to DOl museum 
property management collection standards). The Activity Based Costing/Management alignments include 
but are not limited to: Protect Cultural and Natural Resources. 
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Cotofado River Storage Project, Section 8 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 


Program Financial Data 


Activity 

FY 2010 

FY 2011 

1 Water and Energy Management and Development 

$0 

$65,000 

1 Land Management and Development 

100,000 

850,000 

1 Fish and Wildlife Management and Development 

2,471,000 

2,837,000 

1 Request 



1 Non-Federal 

879,000 


1 Pi ior Year Funds 

0 

0 

1 Total Program 

$3,450,000 

$5,252,000 

1 Prior Year Funds/Non-Federal 

(879,000) 

■MDHMIII 

1 Total Reclamation Allotment 

$2,571,000 

$3,752,000 1 


APPROPRIATION CEILING; The Glen Canyon Unit was originally authorized by P.L. 84-485 in 
1 956 as part of the Colorado River Storage Project- No separate appropriation ceiling was kept for 
individual units of the project- Glen Canyon Dam and Powerplant were completed in 1966. In 1973, the 
Endangered Species Act was enacted adding new regulatory requirements. The 2008 Biological Opinion 
requires implementation of conservation measures for endangered fish. All costs related to this effort are 
deemed required by "general legislation" and thus have no appropriation ceiling requirements. 

WORK PROPOSED FOR FY 2011: 

Water and Energy management and Development - 

Navaio Unit - Continues water quality monitoring administration of the project repayment contract and 
water reallocation petitions. $65,000 

Land Management and Development - 

Glen Canyon Unit - Continues collection management tasks of Glen Canyon archaeological collections of 
the Museum of Northern Arizona, Utah Museum of Natural History, and Museum ofNew Mexico. 
Additional storage of collections of museum property is located at Western Wyoming Community 
College, Anasazi Heritage Center, and Texas Archeological Research Lab. 100,000 

Navaio Unit - Continues recreation rehabilitation in New Mexico. Continues record keeping, reporting, 
and recreation management activities. Increase is due to meet increased recreation related activities at 
Navajo reservoir. $1,513,000 

Non-Federal (State ofNew Mexico) (763,000 ) 

Subtotal, Lands Resource Management 850,000 

Fish and Wildlife Management and Development - 

Glen Canyon Unit - Continues implementation of requirements of 2007 and 2008 Biological Opinions, 
including near shore ecology studies, translocation of humpback chub, endangered fish refuge, non-native 
fish control, and other conservation measures. 2,100,000 

Wayne N. Asninall Unit - Continues environmental studies and investigations work pursuant to 
Biological Opinion to include hydrology and operational studies, fishery, recreation, hydropower, socio- 
economic, water quality, wildlife and wetlands impacts and studies, coordination of Reclamation 
activities with those of other cooperating entities and agencies, and the development of documents. 
Continues acquisition of fishing easements along the Gunnison River and its tributaries as part of the 
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Colorado River Storage Project, Section 8 


Aspinall Unit mitigation program. Increased funding is for acquisition of fishing easements along the 
Gunnison River. 1,474,000 

Non-Federa! - Fish and Wildlife Management Development (737,000') 

Subtotal, Fish and Wildlife Management and Development 2,837,000 

Reclamation Request $3,752,000 

SEE APPENDIX FOR: Obligations by Function for Operating Projects 
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Colorado River Water Quality Improvement Program 

LOCATION: Projects are located in the Colorado River Basin States of Wyoming, Colorado, Utah, 

New Mexico, Nevada, Arizona, and California. 

DESCRIPTION/JUSTIFICATION: Quantified economic damages to municipal and agricultural water 
users of Colorado River water due to salinity are currently over $350 million per year in the US. The 
Colorado River Water Quality Improvement Program (CRWQIP) studies and monitors the quality of the 
Colorado River Water to seek cost-effective regional solutions to meet the objectives of the Colorado 
River Basin (Basin) Water Quality Standards. These standards include a plan of implementation to limit 
further degradation of water quality in southern California, Arizona, Nevada, and deliveries to Mexico. 

AUTHORIZATION: P.L. 93-320, Colorado River Basin Salinity Control Act, June 24, 1974; 

P.L. 98-569, Colorado River Basin Salinity Control Act Amendment, October 30, 1984; P.L. 104-20, 
Colorado River Basin Salinity Control Act, Amendment, July 28, 1995; P.L. 104-127, Federal 
Agriculture Improvement and Refonn Act of 1996, April 4, 1996; P.L. 106-459, Amendment of the 
Colorado River Basin Salinity Control Act, November 7, 2000; and P.L. 1 10-246, Food, 

Conservation, and Energy Act of 2008, June 18, 2008. 

BUDGET AND PERFORMANCE INTEGRATION: This project is aligned with the following 
Department of the Interior's Strategic Plan end outcome goals: Improve Health of Watersheds, 
Landscapes, and Marine Resources. The intermediate outcome is: Restore Watersheds and Landscapes. 
The Perfonnance Measure is: Salinity Control: Tons of salt loading prevented. The Activity Based 
Costing/Management alignments include but are not limited to; Reduce Salt Loading into Colorado 
River/Reservoir System. 

The CRWQIP has been a useful tool in the Basin since the beginning of the Salinity Control Program to: 

1 . plan and evaluate salinity control activities, 

2. fund the collection of data that is used in the Colorado River Simulation System (CRSS) salinity 
model and to report to Congress biennially the progress of the water quality in the Colorado River, 
and 

3. fund U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service coordination and involvement activities in the Salinity Control 
Program, particularly, habitat replacement that is required by the Salinity Control Act. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 


Program Financial Data 


Activity 

FY 2010 

FY 2011 

Water and Energy Management and Development 

$111,000 

$375,000 

Enacted/Request 

$1 1 1,000 

$375,000 

Non-Federal 

0 

0 

Prior Year Funds 

0 

0 

Total Program 

$111,000 

$375,000 

Prior Year Funds/Non-Federal 

0 

0 

Total Reclamation Allotment 

$111,000 

$375,000 
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Colorado River Wafer Quality Improvement Program 


Colorado River Water Quality Improvement Program 

Investigation Costs: Initiation: FY 1972 Completion: Ongoing 



Total Estimated 
Cost 

Total to 
9/30/09 

ARRA 

Funding 

FY 2010 

FY 201! 

Balance to 
Complete 

Reclamation 

561,000,000 

$42,910,208 

so 

$111,000 

$375,000 

$17,603,792 

Total 

$61,000,000 

$42,910,208 

$0 

$111,000 

$375,000 

$17,603,792 


WORK PROPOSED FOR FY 2011: 

Water and Energy Management and Development - Continues investigations to develop a 
comprehensive cost-effective program for salinity control in the Colorado River Basin, Continues 
program development, management, coordination, economic impact and effectiveness analysis, 
environmental compliance, and evaluating compliance with the water quality standards. 

Reclamation Request $37S,000 

SEE APPENDIX FOR: Obligations by Function for Operating Projects 
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Eastern New Mexico Investigations Program 

LOCATION; This program is located in the eastern portion of New Mexico, including the Pecos and 
Canadian River basins within New Mexico. 

DESCRIPTION/JUSTIFICATION: This program provides a framework for Reclamation to catry out 
studies and planning investigations that will promote improved water management in eastern New 
Mexico. Under this program, Reclamation works with a number of partners and stakeholders including 
the State of New Mexico, Carlsbad Irrigation District, and other state. Federal, and local entities to 
develop and conduct studies and investigations. Water related issues in eastern New Mexico are 
primarily related to meeting growing and changing demands with a limited supply. Threatened and 
endangered species, interstate compacts, and finite groundwater resources are prominent concerns. 

AUTHORIZATION: The Reclamation Act of 1902, June 17, 1902; Tucumcari Project Act of August 2, 
1937, as amended, authorizing the Tucumcari Project, in eastern New Mexico; P.L. 92-514 Title II, 
Brantley Project, Pecos River Basin, New Mexico; The P.L. 92-514 Reclamation Project Authorization 
Act of 1972, October 20, 1972. 

PERFORMANCE INFORMATION: This project is aligned with the Department of the Interior’s 
Strategic Plan end outcome goal: Deliver Water Consistent with Applicable State and Federal Law, in an 
Environmentally Responsible and Cost-Efficient Manner. The intermediate outcome is: Effective Water 
Management to Optimize Supply. The Performance Measure is: Optimize Supply; Improvement in 
existing water supply (acre-feet per year) resulting from management agreements and partnerships. The 
Activity Based Costing/Management alignments include but are not limited to; Plan for Water and 
Related Resource Use. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 


Program Financial Data 


Activity 

FY2010 

FY20I1 

Water and Energy Management and Development 

$47,000 

$23,000 

Request 

$47,000 

$23,000 

Non-Federal 

47,000 


Prior Year Funds 

0 

0 

Total Program 

$94,000 

$46,000 

Prior Year Funds/Non-Federal 

(47,000) 


Total Reclamation Allotment 

$47,000 

$23,000 1 


COST SHARING: Las Vegas and Portales NM; other municipalities; and the State of New Mexico. 
WORK PROPOSED FOR FY 2011: 

Water and Energy Management and Development - Continues building on regional and stale water 
plans to meet current and future water needs. Provides planning expertise and technical assistance to 
communities located in the geographic area for development of these plans. 

46,000 

Non-Federal - State of New Mexico (23.000) 


Reclamation Request 

SEE APPENDIX FOR: Obligations by Function for Operating Projects 
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Endangered Species Recovery Implementation Program 

LOCATION: States participating in this program include Colorado, New Mexico, Texas, Utah, and 
Wyoming. 

DESCRIPTION/JUSTIFICATION; The goal of the program is to develop and implement a program 
for the preservation, conservation, and recovery of endangered, threatened, proposed, and candidate 
species that are resident or migratory to habitats within the Upper Colorado River Basin and to take 
actions to conserve and recover declining species. Funding participants include the States of Colorado, 
New Mexico, Texas, Utah, and Wyoming, as well as the Fish and Wildlife Service, Bureau of Indian 
Affairs and Bureau of Land Management. Recent legislation requires non-Federal cost-sharing for capital 
improvements in the Upper Colorado and San Juan River Basins. 

The Upper Colorado Recovery Implementation Program was formally established in January 1988. A 
similar program was subsequently developed for the San Juan River Basin in 1992. These two recovery 
programs are intended to go beyond removal of jeopardy to the recovery of four species of endangered 
fish while allowing the states to develop their full compact water entitlement, in compliance with 
interstate compacts and various laws. Work is focused on: Habitat Management - providing and 
protecting in-stream flows; Habitat Development and Maintenance - fish ladders, fish screens, levee 
removal, and flooded bottom land restoration; Augmentation and Conservation of Genetic Integrity - 
propagation facilities, and stocking efforts; and non-native and sportfish management. This program also 
provides funding to conserve other aquatic and terrestrial endangered species by supporting efforts to 
restore habitat and conserve and recover declining species. 

AUTHORIZATION: P.L. 84-485, Colorado River Storage Project Act, April 11, 1956; P.L. 79-732, 
Fish and Wildlife Coordination Act, August 14, 1946; P.L. 93-205, Endangered Species Act of 1973, as 
amended, December 28, 1973; P.L. 106-392, To Authorize the Bureau of Reclamation to Provide Cost 
Sharing for the Endangered Fish Recovery Implementation Programs for the Upper Colorado and San 
Juan River Basins, October 30, 2000, as amended by P.L. 107-375, Dec. 1 9, 2002; P.L. 1 09- 1 83, Upper 
Colorado and San Juan River Basin Endangered Fish Recovery Programs Reauthorization Act of 2005, 
March 20, 2006 and P.L. 111-11 Omnibus Public Land Management Act of 2009, March 3 1 , 2009 

COMPLETION DATA: As of September 30, 2009, the Federal portion of this program is 63 percent 
complete. Current legislation authorizes funding capital projects for the Upper Colorado River Recovery 
Implementation Program and the San Juan River Basin Program through FY 2023. 

PERFORMANCE INFORMATION; This project is aligned with the Deparlmenl of the Interior’s 
Strategic Plan end outcome goal: Deliver Water Consistent with Applicable State and Federal Law, in an 
Environmentally Responsible and Cost-Efficient Manner. The intermediate outcome is: Operate and 
Maintain a Safe and Reliability Water Infrastructure. The Performance Measure is; Facilities Reliability: 
Water infrastructure are in fair to good condition as measured by the Facility Reliability Rating. The 
Activity Based Costing/Management alignments include but are not limited to: Implement Environmental 
Recommendations. 
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Endangered Species Recovery Implementation Program 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 
Program Financial Data 


Activity 

FY 2010 

FY201I 

Fish and Wildlife Management and Development 

$3,386,000 

$8,354,000 

Enacted/Request 

$3,386,000 

$8,354,000 

Non-Federal 

0 

0 

Prior Year Funds 

0 

0 

Total Program 

$3,386,000 

$8,354,000 

Underfmancing 

0 

0 

Prior Year Funds/Non-Federal 

(0) 

(0) 

Total Reclamation Allotment 

$3,386,000 

$8,354,000 


Total Cost Information 



Total Estimated 
Cost 1/ 

Total to 
9/30/09 2/ 

ARRA 

Funding 

FY2010 



Reclamation 

$144,605,000 

$65,129,886 

ubesi 




Non-Federal 

(States) 

104,000,000 

100,937,644 

■1 

0 

0 

3,062,356 

CRSP 

Revenues 

17,000,000 

16,999,168 

IBH 

0 

0 

832 


$265,605,000 

$183,066,698 




$70,798,302 


)/ Indexed to September 30, 2010 price level. 

2/ FY 2001 through 2009 costs accounted for a part of authorized cost ceiling. 


Const^ction^CostAllocationand^ethodolo^ 


Allocation 

FY 2010 

FY 2011 

Fish and Wildlife Management and Development 1/ 

$227,605,000 



METHODOLOGY: The methodology of cost allocation has not been modified 

APPROPRIATION CEILING: The current authorizing legislation for the Programs expires 
September 30, 2023. With indexing as authorized, the Federal cost ceiling for the Upper Colorado 
Program is approximately $145 million. The comparable Federal obligation is $83 million. 

WORK PROPOSED IN FY 2011: 

Fish and Wildlife Management and Development - Continues management of endangered species 
initiatives focusing on enhancement of declining species to prevent the need to list them and other 
activities to avoid jeopardy within the Upper Colorado River Basin, Pecos River Basin, Rio Grande Basin 
and Bonneville Basin, including participation in studies of life history of declining species. 

$400,000 
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Endangered Species Recovery Implemenlalioii Program 

San Juan River Basin Program Management - Continues to prepare Capital Improvement Program 
annual budgets for submission to Reclamation’s budget process, transferring the Capital Improvement 
Program funds to the appropriate entities, contract administration, and tracking expenditures. Increase is 
due to no cost share ftmding this year because the states cost sharing responsibilities have been fully 
met. 100,000 

San Juan River Basin Hogback Fish Screen - Completes construction of fish screen in the Hogback 
canal near Shiprock, New Mexico. 700,000 

Fish Rearing Ponds - Completes construction of fish rearing ponds. 1 ,000,000 

Grand Valiev Irrigation Company Fish Screen - Begins rehabilitation of existing fish screen. 

300.000 

Orchard Mesa Irrigation District Canal Automation Project - Begins to initiate construction of canal 
automation system to conserve and redirect water for instream flows. Increase due to the initiation of 
this activity. 5,654,000 

Upper Colorado Program Management - Continues activities such as preparing program budgets, 
contracting to accomplish the various program tasks, contract administration, and tracking expenditures. 
Continues participation in various recovery program activities to determine best path to recovery. 
Continues efforts to address concerns and issues associated with construction of capital projects under 
the Upper Colorado Recovery. Decrease due to completion of capital projects, 

200.000 


Reclamation Request $8,354,000 

SEE APPENDIX FOR: Obligations by Function for Operating Projects 
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Fruitgrowers Dam Project 

LOCATION: This project is located in western Colorado near the City of Delta, Colorado. 

DESCRIPTION/JUSTIFICATION: Tire project furnishes an inigation water supply to 2,700 acres. 
Reclamation structures include Fruitgrowers Dam, Dry Creek Diversion Dam and Dry Creek Dam. 

AUTHORIZATION: The Reclamation Act of 1902, June 17, 1902; P.L. 36, Advances to the 
Reclamation Fund, June 25, 1910. The President authorized construction on January 1 1, 1938. 

PERFORMANCE INFORMATION: This project is aligned with the Department of the Interior 's 
Strategic Plan end outcome goal; Deliver Water Consistent with Applicable State and Federal Law, in an 
Environmentally Responsible and Cost-Efficient Manner. The intermediate outcome is: Operate and 
Maintain a Safe and Reliability Water Infrastructure. The Performance Measure is; Facilities Reliability: 
Water infrastructure are in fair to good condition as measured by the Facility Reliability Rating. The 
Activity Based Costing/Management alignments include but are not limited to: Operate Dams/Water 
Storage Facilities. This also includes the end outcome goal: Sustain Biological Communities on DOI 
Managed and Influenced Lands and Waters. The intermediate outcome is: Invasive Species. The 
Performance Measure is: Invasive Plant Species; Percent of baseline acres infested with invasive plant 
species that are controlled. The Activity Based Costing/Management alignments include but are not 
limited to: Control Invasive Plants, does not include costs associated with invasive animal species. 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 


Program Financial Data 


Activity 

FY 2010 

FY201I 

Water and Energy Management and Development 


$68,000 

Land Management and Development 

72,000 

■HUB 

Facility Operations 

63.000 

71,000 1 

Facility Maintenance and Rehabilitation 

91,000 

94,000 1 

Enacted/Request 

$247,000 

$319,000 

Non-Federal 

0 

0 

Prior Year Funds 

0 

0 

Total Program 

$247,000 

$319,000 

Prior Year Funds/Non-Federal 

0 

0 

Total Reclamation Allotment 

$247,000 

$319,000 


WORK PROPOSED FOR FY 201 1 ; 

Water and Energy Management and Development - Resumes water quality monitoring activities. 
Continues administration and compliance activities for repayment, water services, carriage contracts, and 
water rights. Increase is due to scheduled water quality monitoring program which is rotated from project 
to project within Western Colorado Area Office’s projects. $68,000 

Land Management and Development - Resumes integrated pest management activities. Continues land 
resources management activities. Increase is due to resuming of integrated pest management. 86,000 

Facility Operations - Continues dam tenders training, updating standing operating procedures, and 
assisting entities in preparing and implementing emergency action plans, 71,000 
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Fruitgrowers Project 


Facility Maintenance and Rehabilitation - Continues scheduled bridge inspections, inventories, 
examination of project structures for safety evaluation of existing dams, reviews of operation and 
maintenance for facilities operated by water users, preparation of examination reports, instrumentation 
monitoring, and updating of project records and drawings, geologic and slide monitoring, and annual 
repotting requirements under the dam safety program. 94,000 

Reclamation Request 8319,000 

SEE APPENDIX FOR: Obligations by Function for Operating Projects 
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Grand Valley Unit 

Colorado River Basin Salinity Control Project (CRBSCP), Title II 

LOCATION: This unit is located in Mesa County in western Colorado near the confluence of the 
Gunnison and Colorado Rivers near the City of Grand Junction. 

DESCRIPTION/JUSTIFICATION: Irrigation in the entire valley area encompasses 70,500 acres, 
with 200 miles of canals and approximately 500 miles of laterals, most of which are earth-lined. The 
project provides for the operation and maintenance costs above the base cost as required under the 
salinity contract with Mesa County Irrigation District. Palisade Irrigation District, and the Grand Valley 
Water Users Association on the Highline Canal and various government laterals. The project also 
provides funding to the Colorado Division of Wildlife, the Colorado Division of Parks and Outdoor 
Recreation, and the Mesa County Land Conservancy for operation costs relating to salinity control and 
mitigation. 

AUTHORIZATION: P.L. 93 320, Colorado River Basin Salinity Control Act, June 24, 1974; 

P.L. 98 569, Colorado River Basin Salinity Control Act Amendment, October 30, 1984; and P.L. 104- 
20, Colorado River Basin Salinity Control Act Amendment, July 28, 1995; P.L. 104-127, Federal 
Agriculture Improvement and Refonn Act of 1996, April 4, 1996. 

PERFORMANCE INEORMATION: This project is aligned with the Department of the Interior 's 
Strategic Plan end outcome goal: Deliver Water Consistent with Applicable State and Federal Law, in an 
Environmentally Responsible and Cost-Efficient Manner. The intermediate outcome is: Operate and 
Maintain a Safe and Reliability Water Infrastructure. The Performance Measure is: Facilities Reliability: 
Water Infrastructures are in fair to good condition as measured by the Facility Reliability Rating. The 
Activity Based Costing/Management alignments include but are not limited to: Operate Dams/Water 
Storage Facilities. This also includes the end outcome goal: Improve Health of Watersheds, Landscapes, 
and Marine Resources that are DOI. The intermediate outcome is; Restore Watersheds and Landscapes. 
The Performance Measure is: Salinity Control; Tons of salt loading prevented. The Activity Based 
Costing/Management alignments include but are not limited to: Reduce Salt Loading into Colorado 
River/Reservoir System. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 


Program Financial Data 


i Activity 

FY2010 

FY 201 1 

[Water and Energy Management and Development 

$69,000 

$90,000 

[Land Management and Development 



[Facility Operations 

1,212,000 

1,295,000 

1 Facility Maintenance and Rehabilitation 

48,000 

50,000 

[ Enacted/Request 

$1,417,000 

$1,540,000 

Non-Federal (Revenues) 

449,000 

492,000 

1 Prior Year Funds 

0 

0 

Total Program 

$1,866,000 

$2,032,000 

1 Prior Y ear fiinds/Non-Federal 

(449,000) 

(492,000) 

iTotal Reclamation Allotment 

$1,417,000 

$1,540,000 


WORK PROPOSED FOR FY 2011: 


Water and Energy Management and Development - Continues administration and protection of 
existing project water rights and development of new water rights including litigation, repayment, water 
service, and carriage contract administration and development. Continues activities necessary to ensure 
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Grand Valley Unit 

the delivery of project water and benefits such as the review and approval of reallocations and transfers, 
drafting and amending water contracts, compliance with contractual obligations, and investigations and 
resolution of unauthorized use, $98,000 

Non-Federal (Power users in Basin states) (8,000) 

Subtotal, Water and Energy Management and Development $90,000 

Land Management and Development - Resumes hazardous materials audits. Continues oversight and 
management of land resources and land use agreements. Increase due to resumed activities. 

$140,000 

Non-Federal (Power users in Basin states) (35.000) 

Subtotal, Land Management and Development $105,000 


Facility Operations - Continues reimbursement to Grand Valley Water Users Association, Mesa 
County Irrigation District, and Palisade Irrigation District for above-based costs related to salinity 
operation and maintenance contracts. Continues reimbursement to Colorado Division of Wildlife, 
Western Colorado Wildlife Habitat Association, and Colorado State Parks for operation and 
maintenance costs for management of wildlife mitigation lands for the salinity unit. Increase due to 
bringing Grand Valley Water Users Association operation and maintenance payment for salinity 
mitigation lands up to adequate funding. 1 ,727,000 

Non-Federal (Power users in Basin states) (432.000) 

Subtotal, Facility Operations $1,295,000 


Facility Maintenance and Rehabilitation - Continues inspections and maintenance of Type I and 2 
bridges, and examination of project structures for review of operation and maintenance program. 

67,000 

Non-Federal (Power users in Basin states) (17.000) 

Subtotal, Facility Maintenance and Rehabilitation $ 50,000 

Reclamation Request $1,540,000 

SEE APPENDIX FOR: Obligations by Function for Operating Projects 
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Hyrum Project 

LOCATION: This project is located in northern Utah. 

DESCRIPTION/JUSTIFICATION: The projeet’s prineipal features are Hyrum Dam and Reservoir, 
the Hyrum Feeder Canal, the Hyrum-Mendon Canal, the Wellsville Canal, the Wellsville Pumping 
Plant, and appurtenant structures. The system stores and diverts water from the Little Bear River to 
furnish supplemental water supplies to approximately 6,800 acres of privately owned and intensely 
cultivated land. 

AUTHORIZATION: P.L. 57, National Industrial Recovery Act of 1933, June 16, 1933. 

PERFORMANCE INFORMATION: This project is aligned with the Department of the Interior 's 
Strategic Plan end outcome goals: Deliver Water Consistent with Applicable State and Federal Law, in 
an Environmentally Responsible and Cost-Efficient Manner. The intermediate outcome is: Operate and 
Maintain a Safe and Reliability Water Infrastructure. The Performance Measure is: Facilities Reliability: 
Water infrastructure are in fair to good condition as measured by the Facility Reliability Rating. The 
Activity Based Costing/Management alignments include but are not limited to: Operate Dams/Water 
Storage Facilities and Manage Project Lands. End outcome goals: for a Quality Recreation Experience: 
Improve the Quality and Diversity of Recreation Experiences and Visitor Enjoyment on DOl Lands. The 
intermediate outcome is; Improve Capabilities to Provide Recreation, Where Appropriate. The 
Performance Measure is: Accessibility (Recreation): Percent of priority recreation facilities that meet 
applicable accessibility standards. The Activity Based Costing/Management alignments include but are 
not limited to: Operate and Evaluate Recreation Facilities. 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 


Program Financial Data 


Activity 

FY 2010 

FY 201 1 

Water and Energy Management and Development 

$27,000 

$27,000 

Land Management and Development 

117,000 

140,000 

Facility Operations 

28,000 

135,000 

Facility Maintenance and Rehabilitation 

16,000 

22,000 

Enacted/Request 

$188,000 


Non-Federal 

0 

0 

Prior Year Funds 

0 

0 

Total Program 

$188,000 

$324,000 

Prior Year Funds/Non-Federal 

0 

0 

Total Reclamation Allotment 

$188,000 

$324,000 


WORK PROPOSED FOR FY 201 1 : 

Water and Energy Management and Development - Continues contract repayment administration for 
projects. S27,000 

Land Management and Development - Continues administering project lands, recreation management 
oversight for project facilities, and compliance activities. 140,000 

Facility Operations - Begins automated data collection activities on project facilities. Continues to 
perform overview of flood control operations at Hyrum dam; provide reservoir operating plans, river 
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Myrum Project 

and reservoir modeling, and coordination for project facilities; provide automated data collection 
activities on project facilities; provide assistance to local area governments and emergency management 
personnel in the development of local emergency operations plans; and development or revision to 
Reclamation’s emergency action plans and standing operating procedures. Increase will provide 
adequate level of funding of operation and maintenance to related activities on project facilities. 

135,000 


Facility Maintenance and Rehabilitation - Continues review of operation and maintenance of project 
facilities being operated and maintained by water user entities. Continues oversight of the examination 
of existing structures program. Increase will provide adequate level of funding of operation and 
maintenance to related activities on project facilities. 


22.000 


Reclamation Request $324,000 

SEE APPENDIX FOR: Obligations by Function for Operating Projects 
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Jicarilla Apache Water and Wastewater Improvement Project 

LOCATION: This project is located in Dulce, NM, headquarters for the Jicarilla Apache Nation. 

DESCRIPTION/JUSTIFICATION : This project would replace existing water and wastewater 
facilities in and around the town of Dulce, NM and provide services to the newly developed area of 
Mundo Ranch. Project facilities include a new raw water pumping plant and pipeline to the newly 
constructed water treatment plant, about 48 miles of distribution pipelines, three new treated water storage 
tanks and associated equipment. Wastewater facilities include a recently constructed wastewater 
treatment plant, about 40 miles of collection pipelines, about 4 miles of pressurized pipeline, 5 lift 
stations, and associated equipment. 

AUTHORIZATION: Title VIII ofP.L. 107-331, December 2002, authorized this project for 
construction with the federal share of the project cost set at S45 million in January 2002 dollars. 

PERFORMANCE INFORMATION: This project is aligned with the following Department of the 
Interior's Strategic Plan end outcome goals: Deliver Water. 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 


Program Financial Data 


Activity 

FY 2010 

FY 2011 

Water and Energy Management and Development 

$3,000,000 

$500,000 

Enacted/Request 

$3,000,000 


Non-Federal 

0 

0 

Prior Year Funds 

0 

0 

Total Program 

$3,000,000 

$500,000 

Prior Year Funds/Non-Federal 

0 

0 

Total Reclamation Allotment 

$3,000,000 

$500,000 


Total Construction Costs to be Allocated 



Total Estimated 
1/ Cost 

Total to 
9/30/09 

ARRA 

Funding 

FY 2010 

FY2011 

Balance to 

2/ Complete 

Reclamation 

$45,000,000 

$7,049,000 

$0 

$3,000,000 



Non-Federal 

7,800,000 

7,800,000 

0 

0 

0 

° 1 

Total 

$52,800,000 

$14,849,000 

$0 

$3,000,000 




y Estimated cost in 2002 dollars, see appropriation ceiling section concerning authorized indexing. Does not 
include $360,000 contribution by Indian Health Services. 

2/ The Jicarilla Apache Nation has spent an estimated $27 million to construct facilities authorized for 

construction by Reclamation. Accordingly, the Nation has requested fiill reimbursement of ail monies spent 
constructing facilities authorized for funding by Reclamation, 
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Jicori/h Apache Water and Wasteyvater Improvement Project 


Construction Cost Allocation and Methodology 


Allocation 

FY 2010 

FY2011 

Irrigation (Set Aside) 


so 

Municipal and Industrial (non-Indian) 

HHHHIHQ 

0 

Fish and Wildlife Enhancement 

0 

0 

Wetlands, Fish and Wildlife Mitigation 

0 

0 

Cultural Resources 

0 

0 

Other (Indian Tribes) 

3,000,000 

500,000 

Total 

$3,000,000 

$500,000 


METHODOLOGY: The methodology of cost allocation has not been modified. 

APPROPRIATION CEILING: $45 million (January 2002 dollars) plus or minus such amounts, if any, 
as may be justified by reason of changes in construction costs as indicated by engineering cost indexes 
applicable to the types of construction involved for the planning, design, and construction of the Rural 
Water Supply Project as generally described in the Report dated September 2001 

COST-SHARING: Authorizing legislation identified the Jicarilla Apache Nation’s share of the project 
cost as an estimated $7.8 million. The Nation has fulfilled this requirement and has spent an estimated 
additional $20 million to construct authorized facilities. 

WORK PROPOSED FOR FY 2011: 

Water and Energy Management and Development - Reclamation has an existing cooperative 
agreement for construction with the Jicarilla Apache Nation under P.L. 93-638. Reclamation will provide 
funding through this agreement for the Nation to complete final design of authorized project facilities. 

Reclamation Request $500,000 

SEE APPENDIX FOR: Obligations by Function for Operating Projects 
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Mancos Project 

LOCATION: This project is located in Montezuma County in southwestern Colorado, 

DESCRIPTION/JUSTIFICATION: Project facilities consist of Jackson Gulch Dam and Reservoir, 
an inlet canal, and an outlet canal. The project provides an average annual supplemental water supply 
for about 13,000 acres of land, the project also supplies domestic water for the Mancos Rural Water 
Company, the town of Mancos, and Mesa Verde National Park. 

AUTHORIZATION: P.L. 76-398, Water Conservation and Utilization Act of August 1 1, 1939, as 
amended by P.L. 76-848, October 14, 1940; P.L. 89-72, Federal Water Project Recreation Act of 1965, 
amended by P.L. 102-575, October 30, 1992; P.L 106-549, Warren Act Amendment, December 16, 

2000 , 

PERFORMANCE INFORMATION: This project is aligned with the Department of the Interior 's 
Strategic Plan end outcome goal: Deliver Water Consistent with Applicable State and Federal Law, in an 
Environmentally Responsible and Cost-Efficient Manner. The intermediate outcome is: Operate and 
Maintain a Safe and Reliability Water Infrastructure. The Performance Measure is; Facilities Reliability: 
Water infrastructures are in fair to good condition as measured by the Facility Reliability Rating. The 
Activity Based Costing/Management alignments include but are not limited to: Operate Dams/Water 
Storage Facilities and Manage Project Lands. 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 


Program Financial Data 


Activity 

FY 2010 

FY 201 1 

Water and Energy Management and Development 


$69,000 

Land Management and Development 


44,000 

Facility Operations 

37,000 

44,000 

Facility Maintenance and Rehabilitation 

66,000 

119,000 

Enacted/Request 

$1,920,000 


Non-Federal 

0 

0 

Prior Year Funds 

0 

0 

Total Program 

$1,920,000 

$276,000 

Prior Year Funds/Non-Federal 

0 

0 

Total Reclamation Allotment 

$1,920,000 

$276,000 


WORK PROPOSED FOR FY 201 1: 

Water and Energy Management and Development - Resumes water quality monitoring activities. 
Continues administration of the project repayment contract and water petitions. Increase is due to 
scheduled water quality monitoring program which is rotated from project to project within Western 
Colorado Area Office’s projects. 69,000 

Land Management and Development - Continues integrated pest management activities, oversight 
management and provides necessary documentation, information, and research for legal records, reports, 
and recording to ensure proper resource use. 44,000 

Facility Operations - Continues emergency action plan activities and dam tenders training. 44,000 
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Mancos Project 

Facility Maintenance and Rehabilitation - Begins development and replacement activities on 
recreation facilities. Continues inventory, inspection and maintenance of bridges, instrumentation data 
review and maintenance, and examination of existing structures. Increase is due to the start of the 
development and replacement of recreation facilities. 119,000 

Reclamation Request 5276,000 

SEE APPENDIX FOR; Obligations by Function for Operating Projects 
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Middle Rio Grande Project 

LOCATION: This project is located in northern and central New Mexico in Rio Arriba, Los Alamos, 
Sandoval, Santa Fe, Bernalillo, Valencia, Socorro and Sierra counties. 

DESCRIPTION/JUSTIFICATION: The project consists of El Vado Dam and Reservoir, three 
diversion dams, 260 miles of the Rio Grande channel infrastructure, and the 57 mile long Low Flow 
Conveyance Channel (LFCC). The diversion dams and 202 miles of canals, 580 miles of laterals, and 
405 miles of drains are operated and maintained by the Middle Rio Grande Conservancy District under 
contract with the United States. 

The authorized purposes of the project are to deliver water, maintain valley drainage, and provide flood 
protection, Due to some of the highest sediment loads in the world, ongoing maintenance is required to 
maintain water delivery through the river channel and keep the river and LFCC channels open. 
Maintenance activities include bank protection at priority levee locations, annual sediment removal from 
the river channel in the headwaters of Elephant Butte Reservoir, and sediment removal/bank protection 
through the heavily urbanized area downstream of Elephant Butte Reservoir. Project works are critical to 
delivering water to 9 tribes and pueblos along the river as well as a national wildlife refuge. Maintenance 
activities include habitat restoration and environmental monitoring and compliance. The project also 
provides for the maintenance of the water salvage drains and (he continued study of structural alternatives 
and operational changes to the LFCC and the Rio Grande channel. 

The project provides for resource management activities such as; administering contracts; National 
Environmental Policy Act, Clean Water Act, National Historic Preservation Act, and ESA compliance; 
issuing permits for outgrants and license agreements and inventories of Reclamation rights-of-way within 
the project; collecting additional hydrologic data in the Middle Rio Grande system; continuing 
maintenance of the surface water hydrologic computer model necessary for water delivery; and providing 
supplemental water, LFCC pumping, and management of these supplies. 

The project also provides for participation in the Middle Rio Grande Endangered Species Act 
Collaborative Program, which serves as a forum for many Federal and non-Federal partners as an 
alternative to litigation. This program is a cooperative effort to preserve, protect, and improve the status 
of endangered species while also protecting existing water uses and ensuring compliance with all 
applicable laws. 

AUTHORIZATION; P.L. 80-858, The Flood Control Act of 1948, June 30, 1948; P.L. 81-516, The 
Flood Control Act of 1950, May 17, 1950; P.L. 93-205, Endangered Species Act of 1973, as amended, 
December 28, 1973, and P.L. 109-13, Emergency Supplemental Appropriations Act for Defense, the 
Global War on Terror, and Tsunami Relief, 2005, May 11, 2005, which authorizes construction, 
operation, and maintenance of a silvery minnow sanctuary. P.L 111-8, Omnibus Appropriations Act, 
2009, March 1 1, 2009. 

PERFORMANCE INFORMATION : This project is aligned with the DeparlmenI of the Interior ‘s 
Strategic Plan end outcome goal: Deliver Water Consistent with Applicable State and Federal Law, in an 
Environmentally Responsible and Cost-Efficient Manner. The intermediate outcome is: Operate and 
Maintain a Safe and Reliable Water Infrastructure. The Performance Measure is; Facilities Reliability: 
Water infrastructures are in fair to good condition as measured by the Facility Reliability Rating. The 
Activity Based Costing/Management alignments include but are not limited to: Maintain Water 
Conveyance Facilities for Resource Use and Implement Environmental Recommendations. 
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Middle Rio Grande Project 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 


Program Financial Data 


Activity 

FY 2010 

FY 2011 

Water and Energy Management and Development 

$580,000 

$615,000 

Land Management and Development 

330,000 

404,000 

Fish and Wildlife Management and Development 

13,149,000 


Facility Operations 

878,000 


Facility Maintenance and Rehabilitation 

7,747,000 


Enacted/Request 



Non-Federal 


2,099,000 

Prior Year Funds 

0 

0 

Total Program 

$24,905,000 

$27,194,000 

Prior Year Funds/Non-Federal 

(2,221,000) 

(2,099,000) 

Total Reclamation Allotment 

$22,684,000 

$25,095,000 


IMPACTS OF RECOVERY ACT FUNDING: Funding received as a result of the American 
Recovery and Reinvestment Act enabled project work already authorized and planned for out-years to 
be accelerated to support the legislative intent of the Act. 

WORK PROPOSED FOR FY 2011: 

Water and Energy Management and Development - Continues to provide litigation support of ongoing 
activities related to project Endangered Species Act activities and Native American negotiations. 
Continues contract and repayment administration activities and water rights monitoring. 

$482,000 

Continues to fund essential management functions of the area office, e.g., manager meetings, 
congressional contacts, policy reviews, outside discussions and contacts. 

133.000 


Subtotal, Water and Energy Management and Development $615,000 

Land Management and Development - Continues general land management activities within project 
boundaries to include hazardous waste inventories, permits for out-grant and license agreements. National 
Historic Preservation Act complianceVand National Environmental Policy Act compliance for land 
management activities. 404,000 

Fish and Wildlife Management and Development - Continues studies to assess the status of the 
endangered Rio Grande silvery minnow and Southwestern willow flycatcher and the related impacts of 
Reclamation operation and maintenance and other construction activities. Continues the Endangered 
Species Act coordination and consultation with the Fish and Wildlife Service, New Mexico Department 
of Game and Fish, and other stakeholders, and obtaining environmental clearances for proposed projects, 
to include: Clean Water Act 404/40 1 environmental coordination with the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers; 
NEPA environmental review; and design and incorporation of environmental features of river 
maintenance projects. 

2,419,000 
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Midd/e Rio Grande Project 

Continues Middle Rio Grande Project endangered species efforts through acquisition of supplemental 
non-Federal water, pumping from the low flow conveyance channel into the Rio Grande during the 
irrigation season, and meeting MRG Project ESA obligations. 

7.103.000 

Continues Middle Rio Grande Project endangered species efforts through participation in the Middle Rio 
Grande Endangered Species Act Collaborative Program, The Program is a cooperative effort by 
Reclamation and other Federal and non-Federal partners to preserve, protect, and improve the status of 
endangered species (Rio Grande silvery minnow and Southwestern willow flycatcher) while also 
protecting existing water uses and ensuring compliance with all applicable laws. The Program includes 
some activities required in the March 2003 Biological Opinion such as silvery minnow population 
management, habitat restoration, monitoring and adaptive management and water quality studies which 
are supportive of the listed species recovery plans. Increase in funding is to meet the Biological Opinion 
schedule, and provide support for activities contributing to species recovery. 

5.626.000 

Non-Federal - Collaborative Program partners: (1.395.000) 

4.231.000 


Subtotal, Fish and Wildlife Management and Development 13,753,000 

Facility Operations - Continues coordination of water delivery and operations. Continues to maintain 
operational upkeep of the Upper Rio Grande Water Operations Model and other tools used for water 
management. Continues to fond a portion of water operations at San Acacia Diversion Dam and El Vado 
Dam and river channel flood protection to be in compliance with the agreement between Reclamation and 
the Middle Rio Grande Conservancy District. Increase is to resume funding for modeling to support 
operations necessary for project water delivery and to establish funding for Middle Rio Grande Project’s 
portion of the Area Office Safety and Health Program. 1 ,537,000 

(270.000) 

Subtotal, Facility Operations 1,267,000 

Facility Maintenance and Rehabilitation - Continues facilitating river maintenance of the Rio Grande 
channel and the low-flow conveyance channel toward meeting the United State’s water delivery 
obligations to Mexico under the 1906 International Treaty. Maintenance includes river data collection, 
riprap development, surveying, aerial photography, equipment repairs, vegetative management, and road 
grading to protect the infrastructure. The number of priority sites is dynamic; in 2008 the repair of three 
priority sites was completed in the Cochiti and Sandia Pueblo area. However because of a high spring 
runoff, two additional priority sites developed at the Bosque Del Apache (sediment plug in the river) and 
Santa Ana Pueblo (bank erosion). Recurring maintenance, caused by river sediment accumulation, is 
required at approximately six priority sites per year. Continues annual inspection checklists on El Vado 
Dam. Increase in funding is to minimize the backlog of priority sites. 9,490,000 
Non-Federal - State of New Mexico (434.000) 

Subtotal, Facility Maintenance and Rehabilitation 9,056,000 

Reclamation Request $25,095,000 

SEE APPENDIX FOR; Obligations by Function for Operating Projects 
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Moon Lake Project 

LOCATION: This project is located in northeastern Utah on the north side of the Duchesne River 
about 140 miles east of Salt Lake City, Utah. 

DESCRIPTION/JUSTIFICATION: The facilities of the project include Moon Lake Dam, 

Yellowstone Feeder Canal, Midview Dam, and the Duchesne Feeder Canal. The project provides 
supplemental irrigation water for 75,256 acres of land in Duchesne and Uintah counties. 

AUTHORIZATION: P.L. 57, National Industrial Recovery Act of 1933, June 16, 1933. 

PERFORMANCE INFORMATION: This project is aligned with the Department of the Interior's 
Strategic Plan end outcome goal: Deliver Water Consistent with Applicable Slate and Federal Law, in an 
Environmentally Responsible and Cost-Efficient Manner. The intermediate outcome is; Operate and 
Maintain a Safe and Reliable Water Infrastructure. The Performance Measure is: Facilities Reliability: 
Water infrastructures are in fair to good condition as measured by the Facility Reliability Rating. The 
Activity Based Costing/Management alignments include but are not limited to: Operate Dam/Water 
Storage Facilities and Maintain Dams/Water Storage Facilities for Resource Use. 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 


Program Financial Data 


Activity 

FY 2010 

FY20II 1 

Land Management and Development 

$4,000 


Facility Operations 

59,000 


Facility Maintenance and Rehabilitation 

14,000 

22,000 1 

Enacted/Request 

$77,000 


Non-Federal 

0 

0 

Prior Year Funds 

0 

0 

j Total Program 

$77,000 

$51,000 

1 Prior Year Funds/Non-Federal 

0 

0 

j Total Reclamation Allotment 

$77,000 

$51,000 


WORK PROPOSED FOR FY 2011: 

Land Management and Development - Continues administering project lands and recreation 
management oversight for project facilities. Increase will provide adequate level of funding of land 
resource management related activities on project facilities. $13,000 

Facility Operations - Continues assistance to local area governments and emergency management 
personnel in the development of local emergency operation procedures. Continues to revise 
Reclamation’s emergency action plans. Decrease due to revised estimate of activity needs. 16,000 

Facility Maintenance and Rehabilitation - Continues review of operation and maintenance of project 
facilities operated by water user entities. Continues annual review and oversight of the examination of 
existing structures program. Increase will provide adequate level of funding of operation and 
maintenance related activities on project facilities. 22,000 

Reclamation Request $51,000 

SEE APPENDIX FOR: Obligations by Function for Operating Projects 
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Navajo-Gallup Water Supply Project 

LOCATION: The Navajo-Gallup Water Supply Project is located in New Mexico and eastern Arizona. 

DESCRIPTION/JUSTIFICATION: This Project was authorized for construction by P.L. 111-11, 
March 30, 2009 as a key element of the Navajo Nation Water Rights Settlement on the San Juan River in 
New Mexico. The purpose of the Project is to provide a reliable and sustainable municipal, industrial, 
and domestic water supply from the San Juan River to 43 Chapters of the Navajo Nation including the 
Window Rock, AZ area; the city of Gallup, NM; the Navajo Agricultural Products Industry; and the 
southwest portion of the Jicarilla Apache Nation Reservation. 

P.L. 111-11 authorized to be appropriated $870 million to plan, design, and construct the Project for the 
period of fiscal years 2009 through 2024 and set deadlines to accomplish pre-construction and 
construction activities. In order to meet the deadlines, it is imperative that Reclamation complete pre- 
construction activities and initiate construction as soon as possible. Reclamation would use the $10 
million to continue design data collection leading to final design of facilities and a targeted FY 2012 
construction start, continue cultural resources and other pre-construction activities, and continue contract 
negotiations to meet the deadlines required by the Law. 

AUTHORIZATION: The Project was authorized for construction by P.L. 111-11, March 30, 2009. 

PERFORMANCE INFORMATION: This project is aligned with the Department of the Interior 's 
Strategic Plan end outcome goal: Deliver Water Consistent with Applicable State and Federal Law, in an 
Environmentally Responsible and Cost-Efficient Manner. The intermediate outcome is: Complete 
Construction Projects to increase Delivery Infrastructure and Water Availability. The Performance 
Measure is: Increased Supply: Potential acre-feet to be made available through completion of projects. 
The Activity Based CostingJManagement alignments include but are not limited to: Conduct Water 
Resource Development Studies. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 


Program Financial Data 


Activity 

FY 2010 

FY 201 1 

Water and Energy Management and Development 

$3,000,000 

$10,000,000 

Enacted/Request 


$10,000,000 

Non-Federal V 

0 

0 

Prior Year Funds 

0 

0 

Total Program 

$3,000,000 

$10,000,000 

Prior Year Funds/Non-Federal 

0 

0 

Total Reclamation Allotment 

$3,000,000 

$10,000,000 


1/ P.L. 111-11 requires repayment 0125% to 35% of allocated Project cost by both the Jicarilla Apache Nation 
and the City of Gallup based on ability to pay and $50,000,000 cost share by the state of New Mexico. 
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NavaJo-GaUiip Water Supply Project 


Total Cost Information 


Reclamation 


Total Estimated 
Cost 

Total to 
9/30/09 

1/ 

$870,000,000 

$700,000 


0 

■11111 




U Authorized to be appropriated by P,L. 1 U-i i in 2007 dollars for the period of fiscal years 2009 through 2024. 

2/ Cost will be adjusted by such amounts as may be required by reason of changes since 2007 in construction costs 
as indicated by engineering cost indices applicable to the types of construction involved 

3/ Includes $50 million cost share by the State of New Mexico and 25% to 35% payment or repayment of allocated 
project cost by the Jicarilla Apache Nation and the City of Gallup. 

COST-SHARING: The authorizing legislation requires the state of New Mexico to provide not less than 
$50 million of the Project construction cost (and/or receive credit for ftinding construction of facilities 
that reduces the cost of the Project). Both the Jicarilla Apache Nation and the City of Gallup are required 
to pay or re-pay 25% to 35%, based on their ability to pay, of their allocated cost of Project construction, 

APPROPRIATION CEILING: P.L. 111-11 authorized to be appropriated $870 million to plan, design, 
and construct the Project for the period of fiscal years 2009 through 2024 and set deadlines to accomplish 
pre-construction and construction activities. 

WORK PROPOSED FOR FY 201 1: 

Water and Energy Management and Development - Continues design data collection, final design, and 
prepare a construction cost estimate for Project facilities between Twin Lakes and Gallup NM. If the cost 
estimate for these facilities is in line with the current cost estimate, prepare for initiation of construction 
of these facilities in FY 2012, Continues with design data collection, final design, and preparation of a 
construction cost estimate for otlier selected facilities that would provide immediate benefits to Project 
participants and, if appropriate, prepare for construction in FY 2012. Continues with feasibility level data 
collection for the remainder of the Project and prepare feasibility level designs and cost estimates. Starts 
final design data collection, right-of-way acquisition, and cultural resources activities for the next selected 
Project facilities. Completes right-of-way acquisition and cultural resources activities for the facilities 
targeted for construction in FY 2012. Completes negotiations and execute contracts required by the 
legislation as prerequisites for construction. $ 1 0,000,000 


Non-Federal 

Subtotal, Lands Resource Management 

Reclamation Request 

SEE APPENDIX FOR: Obligations by Function for Operating Projects 


(TBD) 


$10.000.000 


$10,000,000 
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Navajo Nation Investigations Program 

LOCATION: The Upper Colorado Region portion of the Navajo Nation Reservation. The Navajo 
Nation Reservation is located in northwest New Mexico, northeast Arizona, and southeast Utah. The 
Upper Colorado Region portion includes the area in the San Juan River Basin in New Mexico, Arizona, 
and Utah, and a small portion of the reservation is located in the Rio Grande Basin in New Mexico. 

DESCRIPTION/JUSTIFICATION: The water resources of the Navajo Nation are severely limited and 
underdeveloped, adversely affecting the public health and economy of the Reservation. The objective of 
this program is to provide the framework for Reclamation to work in cooperation with the Navajo Nation, 
other Federal agencies, and State agencies to develop an integrated plan to meet the many water resources 
related needs of the Navajo Nation. In 2000, Reclamation signed a Memorandum of Understanding with 
the Navajo Nation to establish the foundation for a long-term partnership between the Navajo Nation and 
Reclamation to provide assistance to the Nation in resolving its water resource related problems 
consistent with the Navajo Nation’s Water Resource Development Strategy. The program is intended to 
be ongoing and have multiple activities, goals, deliverables, and provide the structure to focus on 
emerging problems, issues, needs, and opportunities as they occur. Individual work activities or studies 
within the program will have specific products, deliverables, and documentation. 

This cooperative effort will be guided by a consortium of applicable managers and stakeholders including 
Navajo Nation governmental agencies such as the Divisions of Natural Resources, Economic 
Development and Community Development, the Navajo Environmental Protection Agency and the 
Navajo Tribal Utilities Authority; plus appropriate Federal agencies such as the Bureau of Reclamation, 
the Bureau of Indian Affairs, the Indian Health Service, the Natural Resources Conservation Service, the 
Corps of Engineers, and the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency; and appropriate State agencies in 
Arizona, New Mexico, and Utah, as well as other interests. 

AUTHORIZATION: The Reclamation Act of 1902, June 17, 1902. 

PERFORMANCE INFORMATION: This project is aligned with the Department of the Interior 's 
Strategic Plan end outcome goal: Deliver Water Consistent with Applicable State and Federal Law, in an 
Environmentally Responsible and Cost-Eflficient Manner. The intermediate outcome is: Effective Water 
Management to Optimize Supply. The Performance Measure is: Optimize Supply: Improvement in 
existing water supply (acre-feet per year) resulting from management agreements and partnerships. The 
Activity Based Costing/Management alignments include but are not limited to: Plan for Water and 
Related Resource Use. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 


Program Financial Data 


Activity 

FY 2010 

FY 2011 

Water and Energy Management and Development 

$190,000 

$114,000 

Enacted/Request 

$190,000 

$114,000 

Non-Federal 

190,000 

1 14,000 

Prior Year Funds 

0 

0 

Total Program 

$380,000 

$228,000 

Prior Year Funds/Non-Federal 

(190,000) 

(114,000) 

Total Reclamation Allotment 

$190,000 

$114,000 
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Navajo Nation Investigations Program 

COST-SHARING: The Navajo Nation will provide in-kind services to support the required studies. 
Participating Federal and State agencies will fund their own efforts. 


WORK PROPOSED FOR FY 2011: 

Water and Energy Management and Development - In 2000, Reclamation signed a Memorandum of 
Understanding (MOU) with the Navajo Nation to establish the foundation for a long-term partnership 
between the Nation and Reclamation to provide assistance in resolving the many water resources related 
problems on the Reservation. The Commissioner of Reclamation reaffirmed our commitment to the 
MOU in meetings with the Nation in 2002 and 2006. In FY 2009, this was the only program in the UC 
Region providing assistance to the Navajo Nation. 

Continues appraisal level studies on the Navajo Nation Reservation to develop alternatives for 
infrastructure to meet the water supply needs of the Nation. Under this activity. Reclamation, in 
cooperation with the Nation and others, would conduct studies in the Saint Michaels - Window Rock, - 
Fort Defiance area to develop alternatives for infrastructure to deliver a safe and reliable water supply for 
the near tenn (prior to completion of the Navajo Gallup Water Supply Project) and for the long term 
future. Decrease is due to new estimate of costs. $228,000 

Non-Federal tl 14.000) 

Reclamation Request $114,000 

SEE APPENDIX FOR: Obligations by Function for Operating Projects 
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Newton Project 

LOCATION: This project is located in northern Utah. 

DESCRIPTION/JUSTIFICATION: This project furnishes supplemental irrigation water to 
2,861 acres of land from storage in Newton Reservoir. Approximately 10 miles of main canals carry the 
water to the distribution system. The project rehabilitated and stabilized an established agricultural area 
by storing supplemental irrigation water in Newton Reservoir on Clarkston Creek. The reservoir 
replaced an older privately constructed reservoir of inadequate capacity which had been formed by a 
dam 1.5 miles upstream from the present Newton Dam. 

AUTHORIZATION: P.L. 76-398, Water Conservation and Utilization Act, August 1 1, 1939. 

PERFORMANCE INFORMATION: This project is aligned with the following Department of the 
Interior 's Strategic Plan end outcome goals: Deliver Water Consistent with Applicable State and Federal 
Law, in an Environmentally Responsible and Cost-Efficient Manner. The intermediate outcome is: 
Effective Water Management to Optimize Supply. The Performance Measure is: Optimize Supply: 
Improvement in existing water supply (acre-feet per year) resulting from management agreements and 
partnerships. The Activity Based Costing/Management alignments include but are not limited to: 

Manage Project Lands and Maintain Dams/Water Storage Facilities for Resource Use. 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 


Program Financial Data 


Activity 

FY 2010 

FY2011 i 

Land Management and Development 

$56,000 


Facility Operations 



Facility Maintenance and Rehabilitation 

8,000 

10,000 

Enacted/Request 

$94,000 

$95,000 

Non-Federal 

0 

0 

Prior Year Funds 

0 

0 

Total Program 

$94,000 

$95,000 

Prior Year Funds/Non-Federal 

0 

0 

Total Reclamation Allotment 

$94,000 

$95,000 


WORK PROPOSED FOR FY 2011 : 

Land Management and Development - Continues activities associated with administering project lands 
and recreation management. Increase will provide adequate level of funding of land management and 
development related activities. S69,000 

Facility Operations - Continues assistance to local government and emergency management personnel 
in the development of local emergency operation plans. Continues to revise Reclamation’s emergency 
action plans. Decrease due to revised estimate of activity needs. 16,000 

Facility Maintenance and Rehabilitation - Continues review of operation and maintenance of the 
project facilities operated by water user entities. Continues annual review and oversight of the 
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Newton Project 

examination of existing structures program to ensure public safety. 
Reclamation Request 

SEE APPENDIX FOR: Obligations by Function for Operating Projects 
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Northern Utah Investigations Program 

LOCATION: The program area is comprised of the hydrologic drainages of the Great Salt Lake and 
other river drainages of northern Utah (including the portions of southern Idaho and southwestern 
Wyoming encompassed by these basins) and the Upper Green River Basin in Wyoming. 

DESCRIPTION/JUSTIFICATION: The objective of this ongoing program is to provide the 
framework for Reclamation to participate with other entities or to conduct independent analysis to carry 
out a defined resource management investigations program in the hydrologic drainages of Northem Utah 
and the Upper Green River Basin in Wyoming. The program goal is to improve water management in 
Northern Utah and southwestern Wyoming as a means to meet increasing and diversifying demands 
with a finite and limited resource. The program is guided by a consortium of regional water managers 
and stakeholders, including other Federal agencies and the States of Utah, Idaho, and Wyoming, Native 
American tribes, municipalities, water districts, local planning groups, and environmental advocacy 
groups to identify, analyze, and evaluate solutions to water and related natural resource problems. 

In recent years, the State of Utah has focused considerable attention to the drainage basins encompassed 
by this program. Population growth has resulted in increased demands on the hydrologic infrastructure. 
Reclamation participation in water resource planning in the program area is needed to integrate 
Reclamation constructed and controlled facilities into new water management plans. Through this 
program, Reclamation participates as a cooperating partner with other resource managers, including 
State agencies, and appropriate local entities, in seeking opportunities for improved management of the 
water resources and the existing infrastructure of this area. Of particular concern is achieving balance 
among conflicting demands of consumptive and non-consumptive water uses. 

AUTHORIZATION: The Reclamation Act of 1902, June 17, 1902. 

PERFORMANCE INFORMATION: This project is aligned with the Department of the Interior's 
Strategic Plan end outcome goal: Deliver Water Consistent with Applicable State and Federal Law, in 
an Environmentally Responsible and Cost-Efficient Manner. The intermediate outcome is: Operate and 
Maintain a Safe and Reliable Water Infrastructure. The Performance Measure is: Optimize Supply: 
Improvement in existing water supply (acre-feet per year) resulting from management agreements and 
partnerships. The Activity Based Costing/Management alignments include but are not limited to: Plan 
for Water and Related Resource Use. 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 


Program Financial Data 


Activity 

FY 2010 


Water and Energy Management and Development 

$700,000 

$102,000 

Enacted/Request 

$700,000 

$102,000 

Non-Federal 

700,000 

102,000 

Prior Year Funds 

0 

0 

Total Program 

$1,400,000 


Prior Year Funds/Non-Federal 

(700,000) 


Total Reclamation Allotment 

$700,000 

$102,000 1 
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Northern Utah Investigations Program 

COST-SHARING; Duchesne/Strawberry Water Users Association, Moon Lake Water Users 
Association, Duchesne County Water Conservancy District, Uintah Indian Irrigation Project Canals, 
Utah Division of Water Resources, Utah Division ofWildlife Resources, Utah Department of 
Environmental Quality, Utah State University, Northern Ute Tribe, and various Idaho and Wyoming 
state agencies. 

WORK PROPOSED FOR FY 2011: 

Water and Energy Management and Development - 

Decrease in funding from FY 2010 to FY 201 1 is due to a write-in for Rural Water Technology 
Alliance. 


Watershed Instrumentation - Continues the development of a comprehensive program to instrument 
river basins to enhance water management to meet diverse goals. 


Non-Federal - Water users and State of Utah 


100,000 

(SO.OOQI 

50,000 


Willard Bay / Bear River Optimization Study - Continues assistance to the Bear River Commission and 
the three individual States with studies (both planning and real-time operations) to improve the 
management of the Bear River to benefit of all. The States are currently developing real-time 
monitoring systems and this project would help develop basin-wide decision-support tools (principally 
software). Reclamation has three projects in the Bear River Basin. 

104,000 

Non-Federal - Bear River Commission, State of Utah and Wyoming 152.000') 

52,000 


Reclamation Request SI02,000 

SEE APPENDIX FOR; Obligations by Function for Operating Projects 
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Ogden River Project 

LOCATION: This project is located in northern Utah near Ogden and Brigham City. 

DESCRIPTION/JUSTIFICATION: The project furnishes an irrigation water supply to 25,000 acres 
and a supplemental municipal water supply for the City of Ogden. Project features include the Pineview 
Dam and Reservoir, the reconstructed Ogden Canyon Conduit, the Ogden-Brigham Canal, the South 
Ogden Highline Canal, and the high-pressure distribution system. 

AUTHORIZATION: P.L. 289, Advances to the Reclamation Fund, June 25, 1910; P.L. 292, Second 
Deficiency Appropriation Act for 1 924, December 5, 1924. 

PERFORMANCE INFORMATION : This project is aligned with the Department of the Interior ’s 
Strategic Plan end outcome goal: Deliver Water Consistent with Applicable State and Federal Law, in an 
Environmentally Responsible and Cost-Efficient Manner. The intermediate outcome is: Operate and 
Maintain a Safe and Reliable Water Infrastructure. The Perfonnance Measure is: Facilities Reliability; 
Water infrastructures are in fair to good condition as measured by the Facility Reliability Rating. The 
Activity Based Costing/Management alignments include but are not limited to: Operate Dams/Water 
Storage Facilities and Manage Project Lands. 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 


Program Financial Data 


Activity 

FY2010 

FY 2011 

Land Management and Development 

$201,000 

$280,000 

Facility Operations 

99,000 

IIIIIIIIQIigB 

Facility Maintenance and Rehabilitation 



Enacted/Request 

$372,000 

$446,000 

Non -Federal 

0 

0 

Prior Year Funds 

0 

0 

Total Program 

$372,000 

$446,000 

Prior Year Funds/Non-Federal 

0 

0 

Total Reclamation Allotment 

$372,000 

$446,000 


WORK PROPOSED FOR FY 2011: 

Land Management and Development - Continues activities associated with administering project 
lands, recreation management oversight for project facilities, and compliance activities. Increase will 
provide adequate level of funding for land resource management related activities on project facilities. 

$280,000 

Facility Operations - Continues to perform overview of flood control operations at Pineview dam; 
provide automated data collection activities on project facilities; provide reservoir operating plans, river 
and reservoir modeling, and coordination for project facilities; provide assistance to local area 
governments and emergency management personnel in the development of local emergency operations 
plans; and development or revision to Reclamation’s emergency action plans. Decrease due to revised 
estimate of activity needs. 57,000 
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Ogden River Project 


Facility Maintenance and Rehabilitation - Continues review of operation and maintenance of the 
project facilities being operated and maintained by water user entities. Continues oversight of the 
examination of existing stnictures program. Increase required to provide adequate level of funding for 
operation and maintenance related activities on project facilities. 109,000 

Reclamation Request $446,000 

SEE APPENDIX FOR: Obligations by Function for Operating Projects 
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Paradox Valley Unit 

Colorado River Basin Salinity Control Project, Title II 

LOCATION: This unit is located near Bedrock, in Montrose County, in southwestern Colorado. 

DESCRIPTION/JUSTIFICATION: ft is estimated that Paradox Valley contributes about 200,000 
tons of salt per year to the Colorado River system via the Dolores River. The project provides for the 
operation and maintenance of a brine- well field, treatment facilities, a brine injection facility (which 
includes a 1 6,000 foot deep well) for salt removal, associated pipelines and roads, and a seismic 
network. Benefits are derived by users of Colorado River water both within and outside the Colorado 
River Basin. By improving the quality of water, savings will be associated with municipal and industrial 
use primarily from decreased costs for water treatment, and greater potential for water reuse. For 
irrigators, the salinity reduction results in increased crop yields, uniform crop patterns, decreased 
leaching and drainage requirements, and decreased management costs. 

AUTHORIZATION: P.L. 93-320, Colorado River Basin Salinity Control Act, June 24, 1974; and P.L. 
98-569, Colorado River Basin Salinity Control Act Amendment, October 30, 1984; and P.L. 104-127, 
Federal Agriculture Improvement and Reform Act of 1966, authorizes cost sharing in lieu of repayment 
for the salinity program, April 4, 1996. 

PERFORMANCE INFORMATION: This project is aligned with the Deparlmeni of the Interior's 
Strategic Plan end outcome goal: Deliver Water Consistent with Applicable State and Federal Law, in an 
Environmentally Responsible and Cost-Efficient Manner. The intermediate outcome is: Operate and 
Maintain a Safe and Reliability Water Infrastructure. The Performance Measure is; Facilities Reliability; 
Water infrastructure are in fair to good condition as measured by the Facility Reliability Rating. The 
Activity Based Costing/Management alignments include but are not limited to: Operate Dams/Water 
Storage Faeilities and Manage Project Lands. 

SUMMARIZED FINANCUL DATA 


Program Financial Data 


Activity 

FY 2010 

FY 201 1 

Water and Energy Management and Development 

$39,000 

$65,000 

Land Management and Development 

13,000 

28,000 

Facility Operations 

2,199,000 

2,850,000 

Facility Maintenance and Rehabilitation 

0 

0 

Enacted/Request 

$2,251,000 

$2,943,000 

Non-Federal (Revenues) 

733,000 

950,000 

Prior Year Funds 

0 

0 

Total Program 


$3,893,000 

Prior Year Funds/Non-Federal 

(733,000) 

(950,000) 

Total Reclamation Allotment 

$2,251,000 

$2,943,000 


WORK PROPOSED FOR FY 2011 : 

Water and Energy Management and Development - Continues funding for essential management 
functions. $65,000 

Land Management and Development - Continues land resource management, inventory requirements, 
and trespass resolution activities. 37,000 
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Paradox Valley Unit 

Non-Federal (Power users in Basin states) (9.000 1 

Subtotal, Facility Operations 28,000 

Facility Operations - Begins Environmental Impact Study. Continues activities necessary to deliver 
salinity control benefits which include preventive maintenance electrical operation, pump rebuilding, 
and operation of hydraulic and seismic equipment. Increase is due to the start of the Environmental 
Impact Study. 3,791,000 

Non-Federal (Power users in Basin states) (941.000 1 

Subtotal, Facility Operations 2,850,000 


Reclamation Request $2,943,000 

SEE APPENDIX FOR: Obligations by Function for Operating Projects 
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Pecos River Basin Water Salvage Project 
LOCATION: This project is located in southeastern New Mexico. 

DESCRIPTION/JUSTIFICATION: The project consists of a program to reduce the loss of water due 
to phreatophyte consumption in the Pecos River Basin between Sumner Dam and the New Mexico-Texas 
State line, by maintaining clearanee of approximately 22,000 to 33,000 acres of land. This program, in 
cooperation with the State of New Mexico, involves continually mowing salt cedar trees that consume 
water from the shallow water table or the layer of soil above it. In an effort to determine the most 
effective means of reducing water consumption by this invasive species, alternative treatments will be 
implemented on portions of the land and an evaluation will be conducted to compare them. 

AUTHORIZATION: P.L. 88-594, Phreatophyte Control, Pecos River Basin, September 12, 1964. 

PERFORMANCE INFORMATION: This project is aligned with the Department of the Interior 's 
Strategic Plan end outcome goal: Sustain Biological Communities on DOI Managed and Influenced 
Lands and Waters. The intermediate outcome is: Invasive Species. The Perfonnance Measure is; 
Invasive Plant Species: Percent of baseline acres infested with invasive plant species that are controlled. 
The Activity Based Costing/Management alignments include but are not limited to: Control Invasive 
Plants. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 


Program Financial Data 


Activity 

FY2010 

FY 2011 

Facility Maintenance and Rehabilitation 

$201,000 

$485,000 

Enacted/Request 

$201,000 

$485,000 

Non-Federal 

150,000 

150,000 

Prior Year Funds 

0 

0 

Total Program 

$351,000 

$635,000 

Prior Year Funds/Non-Federal 

(150,000) 

(150,000) 

Total Reclamation Allotment 

$201,000 

$485,000 


WORK PROPOSED FOR FY 2011: 

Facility Maintenance and Rehabilitation - Continues the removal and management of salt cedar trees in 
approved areas within the Pecos River flood plain. Increase is due to replacement of two tractors. 

$635,000 

Non-Federal - State ofNew Mexico (150,0001 

Reclamation Request $485,000 

SEE APPENDIX FOR: Obligations by Function for Operating Projects 
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Pine River Project 

LOCATION: This project is located in La Plata and Archuleta Counties of southwestern Colorado. 

DESCRIPTION/JUSTIFICATION: The project features consist of Vallecito Dam and Reservoir 
which has an active capacity of 125,400 acre feet. The project provides a water supply for the 
supplemental irrigation of 54,737 acres of land, including 13,000 acres on Southern Ute Indian 
Reservation and also provides flood control and recreation and fish and wildlife facilities, 

AUTHORIZATION: P,L. 289, Advances to the Reclamation Fund, June 25, 1910; P,L, 292, Second 
Deficiency Appropriation Act for 1924, December 5, 1924; P,L, 89-72, Federal Water Project Recreation 
Act of 1965, as amended by Title XXVII of P.L, 102-575, October 30, 1992, 

PERFORMANCE INFORMATION; This project is aligned with the Departwenl of the Interior 's 
Strategic Plan end outcome goal: Deliver Water Consistent with Applicable State and Federal Law, in an 
Environmentally Responsible and Cost-Efficient Manner, The intermediate outcome is: Operate and 
Maintain a Safe and Reliability Water Infrastructure, The Performance Measure is: Facilities Reliability: 
Water infi-astructures are in fair to good condition as measured by the Facility Reliability Rating, The 
Activity Based Costing/Management alignments include but are not limited to; Operate Dams/Water 
Storage Facilities, This also includes the end outcome goal: Sustain Biological Communities on DOl 
Managed and Influenced Lands and Waters, The intermediate outcome is: Invasive Species, The 
Performance Measure is: Invasive Plant Species: Percent of baseline acres infested with invasive plant 
species that are controlled. The Activity Based Costing/Management alignments include but are not 
limited to; Control Invasive Plants, does not include costs associated with invasive animal species. This 
also includes the end outcome goal: Improve the Quality and Diversity of Recreation Experiences and 
Visitor Enjoyment on the DOI Lands, The intermediate outcome is: Improve Capabilities to Provide 
Recreation, Where Appropriate, The Performance Measure is: Accessibility (Recreation): Percent of 
priority recreation facilities that meet applicable accessibility standards. The Activity Based 
Costing/Management alignments include but are not limited to: Construct Recreation Facilities. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 


Program Financial Data 


Activity 

FY 2010 

FY 201 1 

Water and Energy Management and Development 

$20,000 

$31,000 

Land Management and Development 

159,000 

295,000 

Facility Operations 

102,000 

176,000 

Facility Maintenance and Rehabilitation 

49,000 

61,000 

Enacted/Request 

$330,000 

$563,000 

Non-Federal 

0 

0 

Prior Year Funds 

0 

0 

Total Program 

$330,000 

$563,000 

Underfinancing 

0 

0 

Prior Year Funds/Non-Federal 

0 

0 

Total Reclamation Allotment 

$330,000 

$563,000 
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Pine River Project 


WORK PROPOSED FOR FY 2011; 

Water and Energy Management and Development - Resume water quality monitoring activities. 
Continues ongoing requirement for the review and administration of the project repayment contract to 
ensure compliance. Increase is due to resuming water quality monitoring activities. $31,000 

Land Management and Development - Begins sanitation service. Continues baseline recreation 
management, land use agreements, cultural resource activities, and oversight and management of land 
resources. The State of Colorado has a contract with Reclamation to manage recreation facilities on 
Vallecito Reservoir but has indicated it may not renew the agreement when it expires at the beginning of 
FY 2009. The increase is due to the need to for sanitation services and the possibility of the turn back of 
the recreation facilities. 295,000 

Facility Operations - Begins hydronet management and data base activities. Continues flood control 
guidance to the Pine River Irrigation District for operation of Vallecito Reservoir, updating project 
records, emergency management coordination, updating standing operating procedures, dam tenders 
training, and managing the instrumentation system. Increase is due to starting hydronet management and 
data base activities. 176,000 

Facility Maintenance and Rehabilitation - Continues inventories, inspections, and maintenance of Type 
1 and 2 bridges, review of operations and maintenance, safety of dams follow-up, and examination of 
existing structures work to ensure safety to the public. 61.000 

Reclamation Request $563,000 

SEE APPENDIX FOR: Obligations by Function for Operating Projects 
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Provo River Project 

LOCATION: The project is located in central Utah. 

DESCRIPTION/JUSTIFICATION; The Provo River Project provides a supplemental water supply 
for irrigation of 48,000 acres of highly developed farmlands and a domestic water supply for cities in 
Salt Lake and Utah Counties. The key structure on the project. Deer Creek Dam forms a reservoir of 
152,700 acre-feet. The Deer Creek Powerplant has two generating units with a capacity of 
4,950 kilowatts. The powerplant is operated by the Provo River Water Users Association under a cost 
reimbursable contract. 

AUTHORIZATION; P.L. 292, Second Deficiency Appropriation Act for 1924, December 5, 1924; 

P.L. 57, National Industrial Recovery Act, June 16, 1933; P.L. 260, Reclamation Project Act of 1939, 
August 4, 1939; (Deer Creek Powerplant authorized by the Secretary of the Interior, August 20, 1951). 

PERFORMANCE INFORMATION: This project is aligned with the Department of the Interior 's 
Strategic Plan end outcome goals: Deliver Water, Generate Power, and Provide for a Quality Recreation 
Experience. This project is aligned with the Department of the Interior's Strategic Plan end outcome 
goals: Deliver Water Consistent with Applicable State and Federal Law, in an Environmentally 
Responsible and Cost-Efficient Manner. The intermediate outcome is: Operate and Maintain a Safe and 
Reliability Water Infrastructure. The Performance Measure is: Facilities Reliability; Water 
infrastruetures are in fair to good condition as measured by the Facility Reliability Rating. The Activity 
Based Costing/Management alignments include but are not limited to; Operate Dams/Water Storage 
Facilities and Manage Project Lands. End outcome goals; to Generate Power: Manage or Influence 
Resource Use to Enhance, Public Benefit, Responsible Development, and Economic Value. The 
intermediate outcome is: Operate and Maintain Reliable, Safe, and Secure Power Facilities. The 
Performance Measure is: Facility Reliability: Hydropower facilities are in fair to good condition as 
measured by the Facilities Reliability Rating. The Activity Based Costing/Management alignments 
include but are not limited to: Increase Power Supply. End outcome goals: for a Quality Recreation 
Experience: Improve the Quality and Diversity of Recreation Experiences and Visitor Enjoyment on DOI 
Lands. The intermediate outcome is; Improve Capabilities to Provide Recreation, Where Appropriate. 
The Performance Measure is: Accessibility (Recreation): Percent of priority recreation facilities that meet 
applicable accessibility standards. The Activity Based Costing/Management alignments include but are 
not limited to: Operate and Evaluate Recreation Facilities, 
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Provo River Project 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 


Program Financial Data 


Activity 

FY 2010 

FY 2011 

Water and Energy Management and Development 

$213,000 

$240,000 

Land Management and Development 

261,000 


Fish and Wildlife Management and Development 

475,000 

HHESSfflli 

Facility Operations 

392,000 

367,000 

Facility Maintenance and Rehabilitation 

25,000 

153,000 

Enacted/Request 

$1,366,000 

$1,596,000 

Non-Federal U 

870,000 

870,000 

Prior Year Funds 

0 

0 

Total Program 

$2,236,000 

$2,466,000 

Prior Year Funds/Non-Fedeial 

(870,000) 

(870,000) 

Total Reclamation Allotment 

$1,366,000 

$1,596,000 


1/ Includes Federal cost share other than Reclamation. See next page. 


WORK PROPOSED FOR FY 2011: 

Water and Energy Management and Development - Continues activities to protect project water 
rights from the activities of others that may adversely impact project operations. Continues essential 
management functions. Continues repayment administration for projects. $240,000 

Land Management and Development - Continues administering project lands, recreation management 
oversight for project facilities, and compliance activities. 344,000 


Fish and Wildlife Management and Development - Continues activities as required by the reasonable 
and prudent alternative of the Biological Opinion for the operation of Provo River Project. Continues 
interagency agreement with multiple cost-share partners to complete tasks prescribed by the June Sucker 
Recovery Implementation Program. Increase due to revised estimate of June Sucker Recovery 
Implementation Program needs. 1,362,000 


Other Federal - Utah Reclamation Mitigation Conservation Commission (60,000) 

Other Federal - Department of the Interior (CUPCA) (200,000) 

Other Federal - Fish and Wildlife Service (1 00,000) 

Other Non-Federal - Central Utah Water Conservancy District (200,000) 

Other Non-Federal - State of Utah (300,000) 

Other Non-Federal - Provo River Water Users Association (10,000) 


Subtotal, Fish and Wildlife Management and Development 492,000 


Facility Operations - Continues routine operation and maintenance activities necessary for the delivery 
of power at Deer Creek Reservoir; provide automated data collection activities on project facilities; as 
well as operating plans, river and reservoir modeling, and coordination for project facilities. Continues 
development or revision of emergency action plans and standing operating procedures. 367,000 
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Provo River Project 

Facility Maintenance and Rehabilitation - Continues review of operation and maintenance of the 
project facilities being operated and maintained by water user entities. Continues oversight of the 
examination of existing structures program. Increase required to provide adequate level of funding for 
operation and maintenance related activities on project facilities. 153,000 

Reclamation Request $1,596,000 

SEE APPENDIX FOR: Obligations by Function for Operating Projects 
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Rio Grande Project 

LOCATION: This project is located in southern New Mexico in Socorro, Sierra and Dona Ana counties, 
in western Texas in El Paso and Hudspeth counties and in the country of Mexico in the state of 
Chihuahua. 

DESCRIPTION/JUSTIFICATION; The Rio Grande Project fijrnishes a full irrigation water supply for 
about 155,000 acres of land in New Mexico and Texas which includes approximately 50 percent of the 
municipal water supply for the City of El Paso and 60,000 acre-feet of water obligated by treaty to 
Mexico. Drainage water from project lands provides a supplemental irrigation supply for 18,330 acres in 
Hudspeth County, Texas. The physical features of this project consist of Elephant Butte and Caballo 
Dams and Reservoirs, the Elephant Butte Powerplant with a generating capacity of 27,950 kilowatts and 
annual generation of 87 million kilowatt-hours, and six diversion dams. Transfer of title to the local 
water districts of the irrigation and drainage system facilities was made in January 1996. 

Elephant Butte and Caballo Dams are operated for irrigation, power generation, recreation, fish and 
wildlife, and flood control benefits. Reclamation provides continued cooperation with the International 
Boundary and Water Commission in its administration of the 1 906 International Water Treaty with 
Mexico for ongoing minimum oversight coordination and contract analysis of water rights activities, for 
irrigation deliveries, for updating standard operating procedures, and for water scheduling. Reclamation 
also maintains Elephant Butte and Caballo Dams on a day-to-day basis and oversees operations of Percha, 
Leasburg, and Mesilla Diversion Dams to ensure safe long-term operation of the structures. 

AUTHORIZATION: P.L. 104, Rio Grande Reclamation Project, February 25, 1905 (authorized by the 
Secretary of the Interior on December 2, 1905); P.L. 225, Extend Reclamation Act to Texas, June 12, 
1906; P.L. 89-665, National Historical Preservation Act, October 15, 1966. 

PERFORMANCE INFORMATION: This project is aligned with the Department of the Interior's 
Strategic Plan end outcome goal: Deliver Water Consistent with Applicable State and Federal Law, in an 
Environmentally Responsible and Cost-Efficient Manner. The intermediate outcome is: Operate and 
Maintain a Safe and Reliable Water Infrastructure. The Performance Measure is: Facilities Reliability: 
Water infrastructures are in fair to good condition as measured by the Facility Reliability Rating. The 
Activity Based Costing/Management alignments include but are not limited to: Operate Dams/Water 
Storage Facilities. This project is also aligned with the Department of the Interior ’s Strategic Plan end 
outcome goal: (Energy) - Manage or Influence Resource Use to Enhance, Public Benefit, Responsible 
Development, and Economic Value. The intermediate outcome is: Operate and Maintain Reliable, Safe, 
and Secure Power Facilities. The Performance Measure is: Facility Reliability: Hydropower facilities 
are in fair to good condition as measured by the Facilities Reliability Rating, The Activity Based 
Costing/Management alignments include but are not limited to: Maintain hydropower Faciliities. 
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Rio Grande Project 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 


Program Financial Data 


Activity 

FY 2010 


Water and Energy Management and Development 

$211,000 


Land Management and Development 

450,000 


Fish and Wildlife Management and Development 

106,000 


Facility Operations 

3,862,000 


Facility Maintenance and Rehabilitation 

162,000 

IIIIIIQg^lQI 

Enacted/Request 

$4,791,000 

$6,363,000 1 

Non-Fedetal 


BHK&SBI 

Prior Year Funds 

0 

HIHHHDi 

Total Program 

$5,400,000 

$7,036,000 

Prior Year Funds/Non-Federal 

(609,000) 

(673,000) 

Total Reclamation Allotment 

$4,791,000 

$6,363,000 


WORK PROPOSED FOR FY 2011 : 

Water and Energy Management and Development - Continues to fund essential management 
functions of the area office, e.g., manager meetings, congressional contacts, policy reviews and outside 
discussions. Continues work with the water quality model to determine the causes of algae blooms and 
hydrogen sulfide gas in the Elephant Butte Reservoir. Continues to provide: technical guidance and 
assistance related to the adjudication process for water rights in New Mexico and Texas from Elephant 
Butte Dam to Fort Quitman, Texas; assistance for requests made by city, state, and Federal agencies to 
dismiss or abate the administrative adjudication before the State Office of Administrative Hearings so that 
unified adjudication of water rights within the Rio Grande Project might be obtained; and assistance in the 
quiet title claim filed by the Justice Department for the Rio Grande Project. Continues negotiations 
required for development of a Rio Grande Project Operating Agreement. These activities are essential to 
assure that the Federal investment is protected and that the project is operated in accordance with state 
and Federal laws. Increase in funding is due to redistribution of essential management funds. $356,000 

Land Management and Development - Resumes funding to conduct recreation and concessionaire 
reviews for areas at Elephant Butte, Caballo, Leasburg and Percha State Parks. Continues land resources 
management as outlined in the Resource Management Implementation Plan. Initial actions of highest 
priority include protecting against encroachment and resource degradation, providing cultural resources 
clearances to construction site activities; land management oversight and grazing management for 
Elephant Butte and Caballo Dams. Continues basic administration required for land contracts for 
Elephant Butte and Caballo Dams and Mesilla, Leasburg, and Percha Diversion Dams. Continues 
activities associated with cultural resources management and National Historic Preservation Act 
compliance. Increase is due to resuming funding for recreation reviews. 594,000 

Fish and Wildlife Management and Development - Continues southwestern willow flycatcher and 
winter bald eagles surveys, habitat studies, and environmental clearances for grazing, vegetation 
management and licensing activities at Elephant Butte State Park and Caballo State Park to meet 
Endangered Species Act obligations. Increase is due to an increase in consultation activities and the 
expectation of a Biological Opinion that will provide incidental take of Southwestern willow flycatcher 
and include requirements to minimize effects on the species. 191,000 

Facility Operations - Continues direct day-to-day operations of the Elephant Butte Powerplant and 
ongoing maintenance of Elephant Butte and Caballo Dams infrastructures to meet Reclamation’s 
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Rio Grande Project 

obligation to the International Water Treaty of 1906 with Mexico, Rio Grande Compact, and the 
authorization of the Rio Grande Project to include water scheduling, releases, and deliveries. Continues 
power generation, flood control, ongoing minimum oversight coordination, contract analysis of water 
operation, and standing operating procedures activities required daily. S4, 527,000 

Non-Federal - Elephant Butte Irrigation District (373,000) 

Non-Federal - El Paso County Water Improvement District #1 (285.000') 

Subtotal, Facility Operations 3,869,000 


After 28 years of dispute, the Rio Grande Project operating agreement was approved and signed by the 
Elephant Butte Irrigation District, the El Paso County Water Improvement District No. 1 along with the 
Bureau of Reclamation. The Upper Colorado Regional Director signed the agreement on March 10, 
2008. The agreement will remain in effect until 2050. The lawsuits in New Mexico and Texas which 
were filed by each district calling for an operating agreement for the Project were dismissed as of 
August 25, 2008. 


Facility Maintenance and Rehabilitation - Begins upgrades to the Generator Excitation System and 
replacement of the Powerplant Generator 15K.V Breakers. Continues the bi-annual bridge inspections at 
the Elephant Butte Dam spillway, Caballo Dam spillway, and the Mesilla Diversion Dam in accordance 
with the national bridge inspection standards. Continues preparation and updating of the emergency 
action plans and EES activities at the Powerplant, and Elephant Butte and Caballo Dams. Comprehensive 
Facility Review’s (CFR) due in FY 1 1 . Increase is due to the generator excitation system upgrade and 
replacement of the generator 1 5Kv breakers. S 1 ,368,000 

Non-Federal - Elephant Butte Irrigation District (9,000) 

Non-Federal - El Paso County Water Improvement District # 1 (6.000) 

Subtotal, Facility Maintenance and Rehabilitation 1,353,000 

Reclamation Request S6, 363,000 
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San Juan River Basin Investigations Program 

LOCATION: This program is located in the San Juan River Basin in southwest Colorado, northwest 
New Mexico, southeast Utah, and nortlieast Arizona including the Ute Mountain Ute, Southern Ute, 
Jicarilla Apache, and Navajo Indian Reservations. 

DESCRIPTION/JUSTIFICATION: The objective of this ongoing program is to provide the 
framework for Reclamation to participate with other entities or to conduct independent analysis to carry 
out a defined resource management investigations program in the San Juan River Basin. The program 
goal is to improve water management in the San Juan River Basin by conducting studies, in cooperation 
with numerous other entities, necessary' to resolve numerous complex water resource management issues 
in the San Juan River Basin. These entities include the States of Colorado, New Mexico, Utah, and 
Arizona, the Navajo Nation, the Navajo Agricultural Products Industry, the Jicarilla Apache Nation, the 
Ute Mountain Ute and Southern Ute Indian Tribes, the Bureau of Indian Affairs, the U.S. Fi.sh and 
Wildlife Service, the San Juan Water Commission, and others. This program will coordinate on-going 
Reclamation studies with the studies and activities of other entities to assure compatibility and 
acceptability of study results. 

The demand for water in the San Juan River Basin exceeds the supply. Critical issues affecting current 
and future uses of water in the basin need to be resolved. These issues include; (1) Implementation of the 
Colorado Ute Water Rights Settlement Act; (2) Finding a domestic water supply for the rapidly growing 
Navajo Nation population within the basin; (3) Full development of the Navajo Indian Irrigation Project 
and associated impacts on other water users, including the City of Albuquerque; (4) Quantification of the 
Navajo Nation reserved water rights, which could exceed New Mexico’s entire allocation under the 
Upper Colorado River Basin Compact; (5) Issues associated with implementation of the Jicarilla Apache 
Water Rights Settlement Act; (6) Endangered Species Act discussions with the F WS and implementation 
of the San Juan River Basin Recovery Implementation Program; and (7) Development and population 
growth in the basin which is causing a continued increase in water demands. 

AUTHORIZATION: The Reclamation Act of 1902, June 17, 1902. 

PERFORMANCE INFORMATION: This project is aligned with the Department of the Interior’s 
Strategic Plan end outcome goal: Deliver Water Consistent with Applicable State and Federal Law, in an 
Environmentally Responsible and Cost-EfTicient Manner. The intermediate outcome is: Effective Water 
Management to Optimize Supply. The Performance Measure is: Optimize Supply; Improvement in 
existing water supply (acre-feet per year) resulting from management agreements and partnerships. The 
Activity Based Costing/Management alignments include but are not limited to; Plan for Water and 
Related Resource Use. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 


Pr^ram^Financial^Data 


Activity 

FY2010 

FY 201 1 

Water and Energy Management and Development 

$142,000 

$91,000 

Request 



Non-Federal 

142,000 

91,000 

Prior Year Funds 

0 

0 

Total Program 

$284,000 

$182,000 

Prior Year Funds/Non-Federal 

(142,000) 


Total Reclamation Allotment 

$142,000 

$91,000 1 
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San Juan River Basin Investigalions Program 

COST-SHARING: All entities involved in resolving the San Juan Basin issues are eontributing cash 
and/or in-kind services to separate individual and cooperative study efforts. These entities include the 
States of Colorado, New Mexico, and Utah, Navajo Nation, Navajo Agricultural Products Industry, 
Southern Ute Indian Tribe, Ute Mountain Ute Indian Tribe, Jicarilla Apache Indian Tribe, Bureau of 
Indian Affairs, Fish and Wildlife Service, San Juan Water Commission, water conservancy districts, and 
others. 


WORK PROPOSED FOR FY 2011: 

Water and Energy Management and Development - Begins water supply appraisal studies - The La 
Plata - Archuleta Water District (LPAWD) has been formed to develop a rural domestic water supply 
system for eastern La Plata County and western Archuleta County, including a portion of the Southern 
Ute Indian Reservation. This effort was initiated in 1995 but has been frustrated by a lack of an identified 
water supply and lack of funding for the planning process. LAWD is currently negotiating with the state 
of Colorado to purchase Animas-La Plata Project water. Under this activity. Reclamation would provide 
technical assistance for planning and design of the rural water supply system. 


The La Plata West Water Authority (LPWWA) has been established to develop a rural domestic water 
supply system for the east side of La Plata County, portions of the Southern Ute and Ute Mountain Ute 
Reservations, and to deliver treated water to the La Plata Water Conservancy District in New Mexico. 
All participating entities have a water supply from the Animas-La Plata Project. During the fall of 2008, 
LPWWA in cooperation with the Ute Mountain Ute and Southern Ute Indian Tribe constructed a lake 
side water intake structure at the newly constructed Nighthorse Reservoir. Further development of the 
rural water system has stalled due to a lack of funding and expertise. Under this activity, Reclamation 
would provide technical assistance for planning and design of the rural water supply system. Increase is 
due to the increased level of effort required to provide planning and design assistance to two water 
development entities in the same FY. 


Non-Federal 


182,000 

191.0001 


Reclamation Request 

SEE APPENDIX FOR: Obligations by Function for Operating Projects 


$ 91,000 
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San Luis Valley Project 
(Closed Basin Division and Conejos Division) 

LOCATION: This project is located in the counties of Alamosa and Conejos in southern Colorado. 

DESCRIPTION/Jl/STIFICATION: The project includes the Closed Basin Division located in 
Alamosa County and the Conejos Division located in Conejos County, The Closed Basin Division 
salvages shallow groundwater once lost to evapotranspiration in the Closed Basin of the San Luis Valley 
and delivers it to the Rio Grande to help meet Colorado’s delivery requirements in accordance with the 
Rio Grande Compact. The Conejos Division regulates the water supply for 8 1,000 acres of land irrigated 
in the Conejos Water Conservancy District. 

The Closed Basin Division includes 170 salvage wells, 82 observation wells, 53 monitoring wells, 

42 miles of main canal, 1 1 5 miles of pipeline laterals, 237 miles of access roads, 1 69 miles of 
transmission lines, 22 underdrain manholes, and 1 8 windbreak area watering systems. Activities include 
water salvage operations. The project also provides for the delivery of water to the Alamosa National 
Wildlife Refuge, Bureau of Land Management's Blanca Wildlife Habitat Area, and for the stabilization of 
San Luis Lake. The Russell Lakes Wildlife Management Area is a mitigation feature of the project, but 
receives no salvaged water. 

The Conejos Division facilities of Platoro Dam and Reservoir are operated and maintained by the Conejos 
Water Conservancy District. Reclamation is responsible for performing safety evaluations and 
Emergency Action Plans. 

AUTHORIZATION: P.L. 260, Reclamation Project Act of 1939, August 4, 1939 (authorized by the 
Secretary of the Interior on February 1, 1940); a supplemental finding of feasibility and authorization for 
Platoro Dam and Reservoir was submitted by the Secretary on March 7, 1949; P.L. 92-514, Reclamation 
Project Authorization Act of 1972, October 20, 1972, to construct the Closed Basin Division; and P.L. 
102-575 Reclamation Projects Authorization and Adjustments Act of 1992, Titles XV and XXIII, October 
30, 1992. 

PERFORMANCE INFORMATION : This project is aligned with the Department of the Interior 's 
Strategic Plan end outcome goal: Deliver Water Consistent with Applicable State and Federal Law, in an 
Environmentally Responsible and Cost-Efficient Manner. The intermediate outcome is: Operate and 
Maintain a Safe and Reliable Water Infrastructure. The Performance Measure is: Facilities Reliability: 
Water infrastructures are in fair to good condition as measured by the Facility Reliability Rating. The 
Activity Based Costing/Management alignments include but are not limited to: Operate Conveyance 
Facilities and Operate Dams/Water Storage Facilities. 
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San Luis Valley Project 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 


Program Financial Data 


Activity 

FY 2010 

FY2011 1 

Administration and Compliance 

373,000 


Land Management and Development 

llllllllllllllllllll^ 

45,000 1 

Fish and Wildlife Management and Development 



Facility Operations 

4,076,000 


Facility Maintenance and Rehabilitation 

524,000 

411,000 

Enacted/Request 


$5,062,000 

Non-Federal 

0 

0 

Prior Year Funds 

0 

0 

Total Program 

$5,200,000 

$5,062,000 

Prior Year Funds/Non-Federal 

0 

0 

Total Reclamation Allotment 

$5,200,000 

$5,062,000 


WORK PROPOSED FOR FY 20 1 1 : 

Water and Energy Management and Development - Begins essential management functions of the 
Area Office related to Bureau-wide activities, e.g. Manager meetings. Congressional contacts, policy 
reviews, outside discussions and contacts. Increase is required to begin essential management functions 
of the Area Office. $30,000 

Land Management and Development - Continues minimum land resources management and 
environmental compliance in support of land resources management activities. Includes land records 
administration, licensing, and permitting of other non-Federal use of Reclamation managed lands, and 
oversight of mitigation activities. 45,000 

Fish and Wildlife Management and Development - Continues water deliveries to the Alamosa National 
Wildlife Refuge and the Bureau of Land Management’s Blanca Wildlife Habitat Area to meet mitigation 
requirements. Continues vegetation monitoring and shelter belt (tree) area maintenance, management of 
Russell Lakes Waterfowl Management Area and stabilization of San Luis Lake. Continues groundwater 
monitoring, hydrology, water quality, and maintenance and repair of facilities. Continues calibration of 
facilities, project operations, and providing for power costs for facilities to meet mitigation requirements. 

244,000 

Facility Operations - Begins major periodic revisions and update of Standard Operating Procedures on 
Platoro Dam, Continues water salvage operations at a minimum level of 20,000 acre-feet within water 
quality standards for delivery to the Rio Grande to assist Colorado in meeting its commitment to New 
Mexico and Texas under the Rio Grande Compact of 1939 and to assist the United States in meeting its 
commitment to Mexico under terms of the International Treaty of 1906. Continues with annual 
inspection checklists and to revise and update Emergency Operation Plans on Platoro Dam. 4,332,000 
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San Luis Valley Project 

Facility Maintenance and Rehabilitation - Continues bio-fouling remediation, maintenance, and 
drilling of replacement wells to regain water production. Completes bridge inspections on project 
bridges. 411.000 

Well efficiency has greatly improved. Re-drilled wells are designed with smaller pumps that reduce 
energy consumption and pump at a slower rate thus slowing bio-fouling which results in increased 
well yield, Methods of rehabilitation of existing wells have also improved. A combination of acid 
treatment and surge blocking result in maintaining or increasing salvage well yield. 


Reclamation Request $5,062,000 

SEE APPENDIX FOR: Obligations by Function for Operating Projects 
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Scofield Project 

LOCATION: This project is located northwest of Price, in central Utah. 

DESCRIPTION/JUSTIFICATION: The project provides seasonal and long-term regulation of the 
Price River for supplemental irrigation of about 26,000 acres of land, protection from floods, and water 
for fish propagation. The principal feature of the project is Scofield Dam. Water stored in Scofield 
Reservoir is delivered by privately built distribution systems to the project lands. 

AUTHORIZATION: P.L. 76-398, Water Conservation and Utilization Act, August 1 1, 1939. 

PERFORMANCE INFORMATION: This project is aligned with the Department of the Interior's 
Strategic Plan end outcome goal; Deliver Water Consistent with Applicable State and Federal Law, in an 
Environmentally Responsible and Cost-Efficient Manner. The intermediate outcome is: Operate and 
Maintain a Safe and Reliable Water Infrastructure. The Performance Measure is: Facilities Reliability: 
Water infrastructures are in fair to good condition as measured by the Facility Reliability Rating. The 
Activity Based Costing/Management alignments include but are not limited to: Manage Project Lands. 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 


Program Financial Data 


Activity 

FY 2010 

FY 2011 

Land Management and Development 

$92,000 

HKSEffiiill 

Fish and Wildlife Management and Development 



Facility Operations 

59,000 

23,000 

Facility Maintenance and Rehabilitation 

18,000 

54,000 

Enacted/Request 

$178,000 

$423,000 

Non-Federal 

0 

206,000 

Prior Year Funds 

0 

0 

Total Program 

$178,000 

■Em 

Prior Year Funds/Non-Federal 

0 

(206,000) 

Total Reclamation Allotment 

$178,000 

$423,000 


WORK PROPOSED FOR FY 2011: 

Land Management and Development - Begins recreation rehabilitation activities at Scofield dam and 
reservoir. Continues land resources management activities associated with administering project lands 
and recreation management oversight and reviews for project facilities. Increase required to provide 
adequate level of Reclamation cost-share funding for recreation rehabilitation at Scofield Dam. 

S540,000 

Non Federal - State of Utah (206,000’) 

$334,000 

Fish and Wildlife Management and Development - Continues data gathering for both National 
Environmental Protection Act analysis and Endangered Species Act compliance for the southwest 
willow flycatcher (an endangered species) and Ute Ladies’ Tresses (Spiranthes, an endangered flower). 

12,000 
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Scofield Project 

Facility Operations - Continues assistance to local area governments and emergency management 
personnel in the development of local emergency operation plans and revision of emergency action 
plans. Decrease due to revised estimate of activity needs. 23,000 

Facility Maintenance and Rehabilitation - Continues annual review and oversight of the examination 
of existing structures program. Increase will provide adequate level of funding for operation and 
maintenance related activities on project facilities. 54,000 

Reclamation Request $423,000 

SEE APPENDIX FOR: Obligations by Function for Operating Projects 
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Southern New Mexico / West Texas Investigations Program 

LOCATION; This program covers the international reach of the Rio Grande/Rio Bravo Basin in 
southern New Mexico and west Texas (Elephant Butte Dam to Amistad Dam) including the southern 
New Mexico and west Texas reach of the Pecos River. 

DESCRIPTION/JUSTIFICATION; This Reclamation program provides a framework for participation 
with other entities to conduct independent analyses necessary for water related resource investigations. 
These studies cover the middle section of the Rio Grande/Rio Bravo watershed. The program’s goal is to 
optimize existing water supplies For irrigation; municipal and industrial uses; riparian restoration efforts; 
recreation, and to provide information to facilitate sound water resource management decisions for the 
region. 

The primary focus is on the tri-city region encompassed by Las Cruces, New Mexico; El Paso, Texas; and 
Juarez, Mexico. The program is guided by a consortium of regional water managers and stakeholders, 
including other Federal agencies, the States of New Mexico and Texas, municipalities, water districts, 
local planning groups, and environmental advocacy groups working to identify, analyze, and evaluate 
solutions to water and related natural resource problems, 

Accelerating population growth along the U.S./Mexico border is the critical water supply challenge to this 
region. Regional water supplies consist of surface water from Reclamation’s Rio Grande Project and 
groundwater from the Hueco and Mesilla Bolsons (aquifers). These supplies currently meet the water 
demands of the regional population of about 1 .8 million people and more than 21 0,000 acres of irrigated 
agriculture. Through the Convention of 1906, the United States is obligated to deliver 60,000 acre-feet of 
water to Mexico at Juarez annually, under a full allocation from the Rio Grande Project. Future demands 
on water supplies will require the extensive desalination of saline aquifers, aggressive water conservation 
measures, and further conversions of irrigation waters to municipal applications. 

Rising salinity levels within the Rio Grande Basin and in the El Paso portion of the Rio Grande Project 
are a primary water quality concent. The States of New Mexico, Texas, and Colorado have initiated 
Basin-wide initiatives to investigate and develop mitigation measures to prevent the further accumulation 
of salts along the Rio Grande. The Drains Water Quality investigations have been a part of this effort in 
the past. In the future, basin-wide programs will be coordinated with on-going efforts such as the 
Southern New Mexico/West Texas Investigations Program. 

Managing these water resources requires an integrated, region-wide approach to the decision making 
process. It is through this Investigations Program that Reclamation plays a pivotal role in this process. 

The ability to meet the water resource needs of the program area will be further challenged by the climatic 
changes due to global warming. 

AUTHORIZATION: The Reclamation Act of 1902, (June 17, 1902). 

PERFORMANCE INFORMATION: This project is aligned with the Department of the Interior's 
Strategic Plan end outcome goal: Deliver Water Consistent with Applicable State and Federal Law, in an 
Environmentally Responsible and Cost-Efficient Manner. The intermediate outcome is: Effective Water 
Management to Optimize Supply. The Performance Measure is: Optimize Supply: Improvement in 
existing water supply (acre-feet per year) resulting from management agreements and partnerships. The 
Activity Based Costing^Management alignments include but are not limited to: Plan for Water and 
Related Resource Use, 


Upper Colorado Region - 91 


54862A 



2222 


Southarn New Mexico / IVesi Texas Investigations Program 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 
Program Financial Data 


Activity 

FY 2010 

FY 2011 

Water and Energy Management and Development 

$142,000 

$91,000 

Enacted/Request 

$142,000 

$91,000 

Non-Federal 

142,000 

91,000 

Prior Year Funds 

0 

0 

Total Program 

$284,000 

$182,000 

Prior Year Funds/Non-Federal 

(142,000) 

(91,000) 

Total Reclamation Allotment 

$142,000 

$91,000 


COST-SHARING: Texas General Land Office, Texas Water Development Board, El Paso County 
Water Improvement District No. 1, Elephant Butte Irrigation District, Rio Grande Compact Commission, 
City of El Paso, Texas, City of Las Cruces, New Mexico, various small communities, International 
Boundary and Water Commission, State of New Mexico, and area universities. 

WORK PROPOSED FOR FY 2011: 

Rio Grande Riparian Restoration Study - Continues coordination of efforts with the International 
Boundary and Water Commission (IBWC), the Elephant Butte and El Paso County Water Improvement 
No. 1 Irrigation Districts, the El Paso Water Utilities, UTEP, NMSU, TX A&M, and environmental 
groups to study riparian restoration opportunities along the Rio Grande watershed from Elephant Butte, 
New Mexico to Fort Quitman, Texas. The Paso del Norte Watershed Council will be the coordinating 
body for most of these efforts. Continues the ground water studies of the Mesilla Bolson and El Paso 
Valley Aquifers. This is a coordinated effort with the International Boundary and Water Commission’s 
Canalization EIS. Decrease is due to reduction in planning efforts for future water needs. 

{FY 2007- FY 2012) 100,000 

Non-Federal - El Paso Water Utilities Public Service Board ISO.OOO ) 

50.000 

Salinity Management Program - Begins study to identify options to reduce salt and sodium levels in the 
Rio Grande Project. The Rio Grande Project of Southern New Mexico and West Texas is experiencing an 
accumulation of salts at the bottom of the Mesilla Valley and throughout the El Paso Valley. Previous 
investigations, studies, and programs have determined that much of this salt loading is geologic in nature 
and comes from connate waters upwelling into the Rio Grande and the adjacent irrigation works. Of 
particular concern is the Montoya Drain at the bottom of the Mesilla Valley. Waters in this drain can run 
as high as 3,000 ppm TDS. The surrounding groundwater is above 10,000 ppm TDS in places. A 
concerted effort to treat this water, or to possibly by-pass these flows into the Rio Grande main stem 
below the International Dam are two important options for reducing salt loading and especially sodium 
levels in the Rio Grande Project. This Study will identify options to insure the sustainability of the Rio 
Grande Project. Additionally, the El Paso Water Utilities wants to divert river flows during the non- 
irrigation season {typical daily flows ~ 40 MGD) for potable use. A major obstacle to this is the level of 
dissolved salts. (FY 20 1 1 -FY 20 1 6) 82.000 

Non-Federal - El Paso Water Utilities Public Service Board {41.000 > 

41.000 


Reclamation Request £91,000 

SEE APPENDIX FOR: Obligations by Function for Operating Projects 
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Southern Utah Investigations Program 

LOCATION: The program area is comprised of the Utah portion of the lower Green River Basin, Utah’s 
Colorado Plateau, the Sevier River Basin, and the southern West Desert (including portions of Nevada). 

DESCRIPTION/JUSTIFICATION: The objective of this ongoing program is to provide the 
framework for Reclamation to participate with other entities or to conduct independent analysis to carry 
out a defined resource management investigations program in the hydrologic drainages in southern Utah. 
The program goal is to improve water management in southern Utah as a means to meet increasing and 
diversifying demands with a finite and limited resource. The program is guided by a consortium of 
regional water managers and stakeholders, including other Federal agencies and the States of Utah and 
Nevada, Native American tribes, municipalities, water districts, local planning groups, and environmental 
advocacy groups to identify, analyze, and evaluate solutions to water and related natural resource 
problems. 

Water resources in the program area are heavily developed, but many of the systems are not efficient. 
Historically, the principal use of water has been irrigated agriculture and wetlands, but with the 
construction of coal-fircd power plants, some water has been converted from agriculture to industrial 
uses. Many agricultural areas are in need of enhanced water management and the extreme southern areas 
show signs of impending rapid urban growth. In the lower Green River area, salinity management is a 
major consideration. Reclamation participation in water resource planning is needed to integrate 
Reclamation constructed and controlled facilities into new basin wide water management plans. Of 
particular concern is achieving balance between the conflicting demands of consumptive and non- 
consumptive water uses. 

AUTHORIZATION: The Reclamation Act of 1902, June 17, 1902. 

PERFORMANCE INFORMATION: This project is aligned with the Department of the Interior 's 
Strategic Plan end outcome goal: Deliver Water Consistent with Applicable State and Federal Law, in an 
Environmentally Responsible and Cost-Efficient Manner. The intermediate outcome is: Operate and 
Maintain a Safe and Reliable Water Infrastructure. The Performance Measure is: Facilities Reliability: 
Water infrastructures are in fair to good condition as measured by the Facility Reliability Rating. The 
Activity Based Costing/Management alignments include but are not limited to: Plan for Water and 
Related Resource Use. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 


Program Financial Data 


[ Activity 

FY 2010 

FY 201 1 

1 Water and Energy Management and Development 

$213,000 

$128,000 

1 Enacted/Request 

$213,000 

$128,000 

1 Non-Federal 

213,000 

128,000 

1 Prior Year Funds 

0 

0 

1 Total Program 

$426,000 

$256,000 

[ Prior Year FundsTNon-Federal 

(213,000) 

(128,000) 

1 Total Reclamation Allotment 

$213,000 

$128,000 
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Southern Uta h I nvestigations Program 

COST-SHARING: Utah Division of Water Resources, Utah Division of Wildlife Resources, Utah 
Department of Environmental Quality. Utah State University, Navajo Nation, Utah Climate Center, 
individual counties and canal companies, and various Nevada State agencies. 

WORK PROPOSED FOR FY 201 1 : 

Water and Energy Management and Development - - Continues watershed instrumentation required 
to develop a comprehensive program to instrument river basins to enhance water management to meet 
diverse goals. 

98.000 

Non-Federal - Utah State agencies and individual water districts ('49.0001 

49.000 


Wavne/Garfield/Piute Counties Water Management Study - Continues work with three southern Utah 
counties to develop comprehensive plans to assist with planning and development for all facets of 
present and future water needs. 


60,000 

Non-Federal - Wayne/Garfield/Piute counties and individual communities (30,000 1 

30,000 


Coordinated Canal Operations - Sanpete and Carbon Counties - Continues development of a coordinated 
canal operations study for Sanpete and Carbon counties. 


98.000 

Non-Federal - Sanpete and Carbon counties and individual communities (49.0001 

49.000 


Reclamation Request 

SEE APPENDIX FOR: Obligations by Function for Operating Projects 
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Strawberry Valley Project 
LOCATION: This project is located in north central Utah. 

DESCRIPTION/JUSTIFICATION: The project comprises about 45,000 irrigable acres. Current 
project features include two diversion dams, three powerplants, a main canal system, and a portion of the 
lateral system. The irrigation water is diverted from the Colorado River Basin to the Bonneville Basin. 

An agreement was executed between the Strawberry Water Users Association, Central Utah Water 
Conservancy District and Reclamation wherein the yield of the old Strawberry Valley Project 
(61,500 acre-feet per year) is now supplied by Central Utah Water Conservancy District. Approximately 
1,550 kilowatts of power are developed from the three powerplants on the project. 

AUTHORIZATION: The Reclamation Act of 1902, June 17, 1902. 

PERFORMANCE INFORM.ATION: This project is aligned with \ht Department of the Interior's 
Strategic Plan end outcome goal: Deliver Water Consistent with Applicable State and Federal Law, in an 
Environmentally Responsible and Cost-Efficient Manner. The intermediate outcome is: Operate and 
Maintain a Safe and Reliable Water Infrastructure. The Performance Measure is; Facilities Reliability; 
Water infrastructures are in fair to good condition as measured by the Facility Reliability Rating. The 
Activity Based Costing/Management alignments include but are not limited to: Operate Dams/Water 
Storage Facilities and Manage Project Lands. 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 


Program Financial Data 


Activity 

FY 2010 

FY 2011 

Water and Energy Management and Development 


■HHn 

Land Management and Development 



Facility Maintenance and Rehabilitation 

20,000 

22,000 

Enacted/Requesl 

$255,000 

$311,000 

Non-Federal 

0 

0 

Prior Year Funds 

0 

0 

Total Program 

$255,000 

$311,000 

Prior Year Funds/Non-Federal 

0 

0 

Total Reclamation Allotment 

$255,000 

$311,000 


WORK PROPOSED IN FY 2011: 

Water and Energy Management and Development - Continues water right activities to include 
protecting of project water rights from the activities of others that may adversely impact project 
operations. Continues essential management functions. S100,000 

Land Management and Development - Continues land resources management activities associated 
with administering project lands, management oversight for project facilities, and compliance activities, 

189,000 

Facility Maintenance and Rehabilitation - Continues annual review and oversight of the examination 
of existing structures program. 22,000 
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Slrawheny Valley Project 


Reclamation Request 

SEE APPENDIX FOR: Obligations by Function for Operating Projects 
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Tucumcari Project 

LOCATION: This project is located in east-central New Mexico. 

DESCRIPTION/JUSTIFICATION; The project features include the Conchas Dam and Reservoir 
(constnicted by the U.S. Anny Corps of Engineers), Conchas and Hudson Canals, and a distribution and 
drainage system. Water stored in the Conchas Reservoir, 31 miles northwest of Tucumcari, is conveyed 
to the Conchas Canal and the Hudson Canal. The canals deliver water to the 1 71-niile distribution system 
which serves the project lands. Project facilities are operated and maintained by Arch Hurley 
Conservancy District. 

AUTHORIZATION: P.L. 477, Amend Tucumcari Project Act, April 9, 1938. The President approved 
the finding of feasibility on November I, 1938. 

PERFORMANCE INFORMATION: This project is aligned with the Department of the Interior 's 
Strategic Plan end outcome goal: Deliver Water Consistent with Applicable State and Federal Law, in an 
Environmentally Responsible and Cost-Efficient Manner. The intermediate outcome is; Operate and 
Maintain a Safe and Reliable Water Infrastructure. The Performance Measure is; Facilities Reliability; 
Water infrastructures are in fair to good condition as measured by the Facility Reliability Rating. The 
Activity Based Costing/Management alignments include but are not limited to; Operate Dams/Water 
Storage Facilities. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 


Program Financial Data 


Activity 

FY 2010 

FY 2011 

Water and Energy Management and Development 



Land Management and Development 

10,000 


Facility Maintenance and Rehabilitation 

16,000 

16,000 

Enacted/Request 

$39,000 

$41,000 

Non-Federal 

0 

0 

Prior Year Funds 

0 

0 

Total Program 

$39,000 

$41,000 

Prior Year Funds/Non-Federal 

0 

0 

Total Reclamation Allotment 

$39,000 

$41,000 


WORK PROPOSED FOR FY 201 1 : 

Water and Energy Management and Development - Continues to provide contract administration 
activities. $14,000 

Land Management and Development - Continues to provide stewardship and oversight activities for 
lands and facilities presently administered by the Arch Hurley Conservancy District. 1 1,000 

Facility Maintenance and Rehabilitation - Continues management and oversight of the review of 
operation and maintenance program including tracking and follow-up actions on review of operation and 
maintenance recommendations. 16,000 
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Tticumcari Project 

Reclamation Request $41,000 

SEE APPENDIX FOR: Obligations by Function for Operating Projects 
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Uncompahgre Project 

LOCATION: The project is located in western Colorado. 

DESCRIPTION/JUSTIFICATION: The Uncompahgre Project includes Taylor Park Dam and 
Reservoir, which provides a full irrigation water supply to 76,300 acres of land and recreation benefits. 

AUTHORIZATION: Authorized March 14, 1903, under the provision of The Reclamation Act, 
Rehabilitation of the project and construction of Taylor Park Dam was approved November 6, 1935. 

BUDGET AND PERFORMANCE INTEGRATION: This project is aligned with the Department of 
the Interior 's Strategic Plan end outcome goal: Deliver Water Consistent with Applicable State and 
Federal Law, in an Environmentally Responsible and Cost-Efficient Manner. The intermediate outcome 
is: Operate and Maintain a Safe and Reliability Water Infrastructure. The Performance Measure is: 
Facilities Reliability: Water infrastructures are in fair to good condition as measured by the Facility 
Reliability Rating. The Activity Based Costing/Management alignments include but are not limited to: 
Operate Dams/Water Storage Facilities and Manage Project Lands. 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 


Program Financial Data 


Activity 

FY2010 

FY2011 II 

Water and Energy Management and Development 

HHHSESSI 


Land Management and Development 



Facility Operations 

HIHHiiE&S&i 


Facility Maintenance and Rehabilitation 



Enacted/Request 

$351,000 

$397,000 1 

Non-Federal 

0 

0 

Prior Year Funds 

0 

0 

Total Program 

$351,000 

$397,000 j 

Prior Year Funds/Non-Federal 

0 

0 

Total Reclamation Allotment 

$351,000 

$397,000 


WORK PROPOSED FOR FY 2011: 

Water and Energy Management and Development - Resumes water quality monitoring activities. 
Continues administration for repayment, water service, carriage contracts activities, and activities 
necessary to ensure delivery of project water. Increase is due to resuming water quality monitoring 
activities. $48,000 

Land Management and Development - Continues administration of land use agreements and contracts. 

204,000 

Facility Operations - Continues functional exercise for emergency management. Continues dam tenders 
training, updating standing operating procedures, and assisting entities in preparing and implementing 
emergency action plans. 51,000 
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Unconipahgre Project 


Facility Maintenance and Rehabilitation - Continues Type 1 and 2 bridge inspections, safety evaluation 
of existing dams, review of operation and maintenance programs, preparation of examination reports, 
instrumentation monitoring, and updating of project records and drawings. 94,000 

Reclamation Request $397,000 

SEE APPENDIX FOR: Obligation by Function for Operating Projects 
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United States / Mexico Border Issues - Technical Support 

LOCATION: The program area is the U.S./Mexico border in the Upper Colorado and Great Plains 
Regions. 

DESCRIPTION/JUSTIFICATION: The signing of the North American Free Trade Agreement and 
subsequent accelerated growth and development along both sides of the border has created a multitude of 
resource management issues. Funds are used to provide teehnieal support to Reclamation’s U.S./Mexico 
border coordination effort. Technical teams are assigned as needed by Reclamation’s Border 
Coordination Representative to the Department of the Interior’s Field Coordinating Committee. 

Technical team members are from the Denver Teehnieal Service Center and from the regional and area 
offices of the Upper Colorado and the Great Plains Regions. 

AUTHORIZATION: The Reclamation Act of 1902, June 17, 1902. 

PERFORMANCE INFORMATION: This project is aligned with the Department of the Interior’s 
Strategic Plan end outcome goal: Deliver Water Consistent with Applicable State and Federal Law, in an 
Environmentally Responsible and Cost-Efficient Manner. The intermediate outcome is: Effective Water 
Management to Optimize Supply. The Performanee Measure is: Optimize Supply: Improvement in 
existing water supply (acre-feet per year) resulting from management agreements and partnerships. The 
Activity Based Costing/Management alignments inelude but are not limited to: Plan for Water and 
Related Resource Use. 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 


Program Financial Data 


j Activity 

FY 2010 

FY2011 

1 Water and Energy Management and Development 

$91,000 

$90,000 

1 Enacted/Request 

$91,000 


1 Non-Federal 

0 

0 

1 Prior Year Funds 

0 

0 

1 Total Program 

$91,000 

$90,000 

1 Prior Year Funds(Non-Federal 

0 

0 

1 Total Reclamation Allotment 

$91,000 

$90,000 


WORK PROPOSED FOR FV 2011: 

Water and Energy Management and Development - Continues to provide coordination and technical 
support to Reclamation’s U.S./Mexico border coordination effort to help resolve a multitude of resource 
management issues that have developed along both sides of the border. Technical teams are assigned as 
needed by Reclamation’s Border Coordination Representative to the Department of the Interior’s Field 
Coordinating Committee. $90,000 

Reclamation Request $90,000 
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Upper Colorado River Operations Program 
LOCATION: All areas within the Upper Colorado River Basin. 

DESCRIPTION/JUSTIFICATION: The Secretary of the Interior, acting through the Bureau of 
Reclamation, has a unique role in the management of the Colorado River. The Secretary has both the 
legal responsibility as water master to manage the lower river and the statutory responsibility to 
coordinate river operations between the two basins (upper and lower). Both the Upper and Lower 
Colorado Regions of Reclamation provide support to the seven Colorado River Basin States and other 
Colorado River stakeholders in developing and refining new strategies for the coordinated operation of 
Lakes Powell and Mead. Rapid growth in the southwestern United States has resulted in a significant 
increase in demand for waters of the Colorado River putting additional pressure on the seven Colorado 
River Basin states and on the Secretary to develop collaborative strategies for water deliveries and the 
coordinated operation of Colorado River reservoirs, particularly for Lake Powell and Lake Mead. The 
Upper Colorado Region is involved in the development and implementation of management strategies in 
support of public policy and the growing concern over water shortages between the two basins, as well 
as among the individual basin states. Given the interim nature of the recently adopted coordinated 
operations guidelines for Lake Powell and Lake Mead (December 2007 Record of Decision), the 
potential for reconsultation with the Basin States and other appropriate parties should specific reservoir 
levels be reached during the interim period, and the need to implement the new guidelines and refine 
them through actual operating experience, the level of involvement required by the Secretary is expected 
to continue. The Maintenance and development of Reclamation’s Colorado River Simulation System 
model and Reclamation’s Hydrologic Database are also necessary to support these activities. 
Reclamation will also be conducted a statutorily required five year review of the Criteria for 
Coordinated Long Range Operation of Colorado River Reservoirs (LROC) pursuant to the Colorado 
River Basin Storage Project Act. 

AUTHORIZATION: P.L. 90-537, Colorado River Basin Project Act, September 30, i 968; and 
P.L. 93-205, Endangered Species Conservation Act, December 28, 1973, as amended. 

PERFORMANCE INFORMATION: This project is aligned with the Department of the Interior's 
Strategic Plan end outcome goal: Deliver Water Consistent with Applicable State and Federal Law, in 
an Environmentally Responsible and Cost-Efficient Manner. The intermediate outcome is: Effective 
Water Management to Optimize Supply. The Performance Measure is: Optimize Supply: 

Improvement in existing water supply (acre-feet per year) resulting from management agreements and 
partnerships. The Activity Based Costing/Management alignments include but are not limited to: Plan 
for Water and Related Resource Use. 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 


Program Financial Data 


Activity 

FY2010 

FY2011 

Water and Energy Management and Development 

$237,000 

$252,000 

Enacted/Request 

$237,000 

$252,000 

Non-Federal 

0 

0 

Prior Year Funds 

0 

0 

Total Program 

$237,000 

$252,000 

Prior Year Funds/Non-Federal 

0 

0 

Total Reclamation Allotment 

$237,000 

$252,000 
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Upper Co/omdo River Operations Program 

WORK PROPOSED FOR FY 2011: 

Water and Energy Management and Development - Continues administration of Colorado River 
development, refinement, and oversight of operating criteria and guidelines for coordinated operation of 
Colorado River reservoirs. Continues consultation and coordination, and water accounting. Perfonns 
water supply planning studies to assess future risks to water supply to the seven Colorado River Basin 
States, to analyze refinements in the operating strategies of Colorado River reservoirs for improved 
water supply, to refine coordinated operating strategies for drought, and to evaluate water use and yield 
in the Upper Colorado River Basin. Conducts a public process for the five-year review of the Criteria 
for Coordinated Long-Range Operation of Colorado River Reservoirs and for the preparation of 20 1 1 
Colorado River annual operating plan. Conducts appropriate environmental compliance. 

Reclamation Request $252,000 

SEE APPENDIX FOR: Obligations by Function for Operating Projects 
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Upper Rio Grande Basin Investigations Program 

LOCATION: The program is located in the Rio Grande Basin above Elephant Butte Dam in northern 
and central New Mexico and southern Colorado. 

DESCRIPTION/JUSTIFICATION: The objective of this ongoing program is to provide the 
framework for Reclamation to participate with other entities and/or to conduct independent analysis to 
carry out a defined resource management investigations program in the Upper Rio Grande Basin. The 
program goal is to improve water management in tlie Upper Rio Grande Basin as a means to meet 
increasing and diversifying demands with a limited resource. The program is guided by a consortium of 
regional water managers and stakeholders, including other Federal agencies and the States of Colorado 
and New Mexico, Native American tribes, municipalities, water districts, local planning groups, and 
environmental advocacy groups to identify, analyze, and evaluate solutions to water and related natural 
resource problems. 

There are three Reclamation projects within the program boundaries: the San Luis Valley Project, San 
Juan-Chama Project, and Middle Rio Grande Project. Water-related issues confronting resource 
managers in the basin include: ensuring a sustainable water .supply for metropolitan Albuquerque and a 
continued supply for agricultural needs; assuring Native American water supply interests are satisfied; 
preserving the last remaining extensive riparian forest (bosque) in the Southwest; protecting endangered 
species; ensuring reliability of the conveyance system that delivers water to downstream users and the 
Republic of Mexico; and various water quality issues. 

AUTHORIZATION: The Reclamation Act of June 17, 1902. 

PERFORMANCE INFORMATION: This project is aligned with the Deparlment of the Interior's 
Strategic Plan end outcome goal: Deliver Water Consistent with Applicable State and Federal Law, in an 
Environmentally Responsible and Cost-Efficient Manner. The intermediate outcome is: Effective Water 
Management to Optimize Supply. The Performance Measure is: Optimize Supply: Improvement in 
existing water supply (acre-feet per year) resulting from management agreements and partnerships. The 
Activity Based Costing/Management alignments include but are not limited to: Plan for Water and 
Related Resource Use. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 


Program Financial Data 


Activity 

FY2010 

FY 2011 

Water and Energy Management and Development 

$71,000 

$35,000 

Request 

$71,000 


Non-Federal 

7 1 ,000 

35,000 

Prior Year Funds 

0 

0 

Total Program 

$142,000 

$70,000 

Prior Year Funds/Non-Federal 

(71,000) 

(35,000) 

Total Reclamation Allotment 

$71,000 

$35,000 


COST-SHARING: States of New Mexico and Colorado, Middle Rio Grande Conservancy District, City 
of Albuquerque, City of Santa Fe, universities, and Native American tribes. 
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Upper Rio Grande Basin Investigations Program 

WORK PROPOSED FOR FY 2011: 

Water and Energy Management and Development - 

Upper Rio Grande Basin Sustainable Water Management Strategy - Continues work with other Federal 
agencies, the States of Colorado and New Mexico, Native American tribes, and water districts. 
Reclamation will perform work intended to identify, analyze, and evaluate potential solutions that 
optimize the use of and address problems associated with the water resources in the Upper Rio Grande 
Basin. Work includes follow-on to the Upper Rio Grande Water Operations review and EIS, exploring 
options beyond current authorities. Additionally support of ongoing efforts to implement comprehensive 
GIS spatial data for the area office, including associated database design and WEB-based data access, is 
also envisioned. Decrease is due to reduction in planning efforts for future water needs, 

$70,000 

Non-Federal (35.000f 

Reclamation Request $35,000 

SEE APPENDIX FOR: Obligations by Function for Operating Projects 
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Weber Basin Project 

LOCATION: This project is located in northern Utah in Davis, Morgan, Summit, Wasatch, and Weber 
Counties, 

DKSCRIPTION/JUSTIFICATION: The Weber Basin Project conserves and utilizes stream flows in 
the natural drainage basin of the Weber River, which includes the Ogden River Basin, its principal 
tributary. Three of the six project dams and reservoirs, Rockpoit Lake {formally Wanship Reservoir), 
Lost Creek, and East Canyon (enlarged), regulate the flow of the Weber River. Two project dams and 
reservoirs, Causey and Pineview (enlarged), regulate the Ogden River flow. Arthur V. Watkins Dam and 
Reservoir (formerly Willard), receives water from the Weber River, which is diverted at the Slaterville 
Diversion Dam below the mouth of Ogden River and conveyed through the Willard Canal. Funds are 
requested for non reimbursable operation and maintenance, recreation facilities rehabilitation, emergency 
actions, and dam safety activities. 

AUTHORIZATION: P.L. 273, Weber Basin Project, August 29, 1949; P.L. 335, Rehabilitation and 
Betterment Act of October 7, 1949. 

PERFORMANCE INFORMATION: This project is aligned with the Department of the Interior 's 
Strategic Plan end outcome goals: Deliver Water Consistent with Applicable State and Federal Law, in 
an Environmentally Responsible and Cost-Efficient Manner. The intermediate outcome is: Operate and 
Maintain a Safe and Reliability Water Infrastructure. The Performance Measure is: Facilities Reliability: 
Water infrastructures are in fair to good condition as measured by the Facility Reliability Rating. The 
Activity Based Costing/Management alignments include but are not limited to: Operate Dams/Water 
Storage Facilities and Manage Project Lands. End outcome goals: for a Quality Recreation Experience: 
Improve the Quality and Diversity of Recreation Experiences and Visitor Enjoyment on DOI Lands. The 
intermediate outcome is: Improve Capabilities to Provide Recreation, Where Appropriate. The 
Performance Measure is: Accessibility (Recreation): Percent of priority recreation facilities that meet 
applicable accessibility standards. The Activity Based Costing/Management alignments include but are 
not limited to: Operate and Evaluate Recreation Facilities. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 

Program Financial Data 


Activity 

FY 2010 

FY2011 1 

Water and Energy Management and Development 

$1,311,000 

$345,000 

Land Management and Development 


569,000 

Facility Operations 

580,000 

486,000 

Facility Maintenance and Rehabilitation 

165,000 

270,000 

Request 

$2,492,000 


Non-Federal 

1,000,000 

0 

Prior Year Funds 

0 

0 

Total Program 

$3,492,000 

$1,670,000 

Prior Year Funds/Non-Federal 

(1,000,000) 

0 

Total Reclamation Allotment 

$2,492,000 

$1,670,000 


COST-SHARING: Weber Basin Water Conservancy District. 
WORK PROPOSED FOR FY 2011: 
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Weber Basin Project 

Water and Energy Management and Development - Continues water quality coordination and 
monitoring of project reservoirs. Continues contract repayment administration for projects. Continues 
activities to protect project water rights from the activities of others that may adversely impact project 
operations. Continues essential management functions of the area office. Decrease in funding from FY 
2010 to FY 2011 is due to a write-in for A.V. Watkins Dam Enlargement Feasibility Study. 

$345,000 

Land Management and Development - Continues compliance activities associated with the land 
management of project lands, administration and compliance of repayment contracts and recreation 
management oversight for project facilities. Increase will provide adequate level of funding for land 
resource management related activities on project facilities. 

569.000 

Facility Operations - Continues overview of flood control operations at East Canyon, Rockport, and 
Pineview Reservoirs, reservoir operating plans, river and reservoir modeling, and coordination for 
project facilities. Provides automated data collection activities on project facilities. Continues assistance 
to local area governments and emergency management personnel in the development of local emergency 
operation plans and development or revision to Reclamation’s emergency action plans. Continues 
repayment contract obligation of the United States to pay the Weber Basin Water Conservancy District's 
operation and maintenance cost assigned to non-reimbursable function of the Weber Basin Project. 

486.000 

Facility Maintenance and Rehabilitation - Continues review of operation and maintenance of the 
project facilities being operated and maintained by water user entities. Continues oversight of the 
examination of existing structures program to ensure safety of public. Increase will provide adequate 
level of funding for operation and maintenance related activities on project facilities. 

270.000 

Reclamation Request $1,670,000 

SEE APPENDIX FOR: Obligations by Function for Operating Projects 
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Weber River Project 

LOCATION: This project is located near Ogden, Utah. 

DESCRIPTION/JUSTIFICATION: The project was developed primarily to supply supplemental 
irrigation water to about 1 09,000 acres of land. Its principal engineering feature is Echo Dam and 
Reservoir, on the Weber River. A secondary feature is the Weber-Provo Diversion Canal. Funds are 
requested for water quality, resource management, and emergency action activities. 

AUTHORIZATION; P.L. 289, Advances to the Reclamation Fund, June 25, 1910; P.L. 292, Fact 
Finders’ Act, December 5, 1924. The President approved the project on January 8, 1927. P.L. 92-500, 
Clean Water Act, October 18, 1972. 

PERFORMANCE INFORMATION; This project is aligned with the Department of the Interior ‘s 
Strategic Plan end outcome goal: Deliver Water Consistent with Applicable State and Federal Law, in an 
Environmentally Responsible and Cost-Efficient Manner. The intermediate outeome is: Operate and 
Maintain a Safe and Reliability Water Infrastructure. The Performance Measure is: Facilities Reliability: 
Water infrastructures are in fair to good condition as measured by the Facility Reliability Rating. The 
Activity Based Costing/Management alignments include but are not limited to: Operate Dams/Water 
Storage Facilities. This also includes the end outcome goal: Improve the Quality and Diversity of 
Recreation Experiences and Visitor Enjoyment on the DOI Lands. The intermediate outcome is: 

Improve Capabilities to Provide Recreation, Where Appropriate. The Performance Measure is: 
Accessibility (Recreation); Percent of priority recreation facilities that meet applicable accessibility 
standards. The Activity Based Costing/Management alignments include but are not limited to; Construct 
Recreation Facilities. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 


Program Financial Data 


Activity 

FY2010 

FY 2011 

Land Management and Development 

$47,000 

$71,000 

Facility Operations 

83,000 

110,000 

Facility Maintenance and Rehabilitation 

22,000 

24,000 

Enacted/Request 


$205,000 

Non-Federal 

0 

0 

Prior Year Funds 

0 

0 

Total Program 

$152,000 


Prior Year Funds/Non-Federal 

0 

0 1 

Total Reclamation Allotment 

$152,000 

$205,000 


WORK PROPOSED FOR FY 2011: 

Land Management and Development - Continues recreation and land management oversight for 
project facilities. Increase required to provide adequate level of funding for land resource management 
related activities on project facilities. $71,000 

Facility Operations - Continues reservoir operating plans, river and reservoir modeling, and 
coordination for project facilities. Continues assistance to local area governments and emergency 
management personnel in the development of local emergency operation plans and to revise emergency 
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Weber River Project 


action plans. Increase will provide adequate level of funding of operation and maintenance related 
activities on project facilities. 110,000 

Facility Maintenance and Rehabilitation - Continues review of operation and maintenance of the 
project facilities being operated and maintained by water user entities. Continues review and oversight 
of the examination of existing structures program to ensure public safety. 24,000 

Reclamation Request $205,000 

SEE APPENDIX FOR: Obligations by Function for Operating Projects 
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GREAT PLAINS REGION 
PROJECTS AND PROGRAMS 
MAP KEY 


1 . Arbuckie Project 

2. Canadian River Project 

3. Colorado-Big Thompson Project 

4. Endangered Species Recovery 
Implementation Program (Platte River) 

5. Fort Peck Reservation/Dry Prairie Rural 
Water System 

6. Fryingpan-Arkansas Project 

7. Huntley Project 

8. Kansas Investigations Program 

9. Kendrick Project 

1 0. Leadville/Arkansas River Recovery Project 

11. Lewis and Clark Rural Water System 

12. Lower Rio Grande Water Conservation 
Project 

13. Lower Yellowstone Project 

14. McGee Creek Project 

15. Mid-Dakota Rural Water Project 

16. Milk River Project 

1 7. Mirage Flats Project 

18. Mni Wiconi Project 

19. Mountain Park Project 

20. Norman Project 

21. North Platte Project 

22. Nueces River Project 

23. Oklahoma Investigations Program 

24. Perkins County Rural Water System 

Pick-Sloan Missouri Basin Program 

25. P-S MBP Ainsworth Unit 

26. P-S MBP Almena Unit 

27. P-S MBP Angostura Unit 

28. P-S MBP Armel Unit 

29. P-S MBP Belle Fourche Unit 

30. P-S MBP Bostwick Division 

31. P-S MBP Boysen Unit 


32. P-S MBP Buffalo Bill Dam Modification 

33. P-S MBP Canyon Ferry Unit 

34. P-S MBP Cedar Bluff Unit 

35. P-S MBP Dickinson Unit 

36. P-S MBP East Bench Unit 

37. P-S MBP Frenchman-Cambridge Division 

38. P-S MBP Garrison Diversion Unit 

39. P-S MBP Glen Elder Unit 

40. P-S MBP Heart Butte Unit 

41. P-S MBP Helena Valley Unit 

42. P-S MBP Kansas River Area 

43. P-S MBP Keyhole Unit 

44. P-SMBPKirwin Unit 

45. P-S MBP Lower Marias Unit 

46. P-S MBP Missouri Basin 

47. P-S MBP Narrows Unit 

48. P-S MBP North Loup Division 

49. P-S MBP North Platte Area 

50. P-S MBP Oahe Unit 

51. P-S MBP Owl Creek Unit 

52. P-S MBP Rapid Valley Unit 

53. P-S MBP Riverton Unit 

54. P-S MBP Shadehill Unit 

55. P-S MBP Webster Unit 

56. P-S MBP Yellowtail Unit 

57. Rapid Valley Project 

58. Rocky Boy’s/North Central Montana Rural 
Water System 

59. San Angelo Project 

60. Shoshone Project 

61 . Sun River Project 

62. Texas Investigations Program 

63. W.C. Austin Project 

64. Washita Basin Project 

65. Wichita-Cheney Division 

66. Wichita-Equus Beds Division 
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Project, Program 

Arbuckle Project 

Canadian River Project 

Colorado-Big Thompson Project 

Endangered Species (Platte River) Pro©^ 

Fort Peck. Reservation/Dry Prarie Rural Water System 
Fryingpan-Arkansas Project 

Fryingpan-Arkansas Project/Arkansas Valley Conduit 

Huntley Project 

Kansas Investigations Program 

Kendrick Project 

Lcadville/Arkansas Project 

Lewis and Clark Rural Water System 

Lower Rio Grande Water Conservation Project 

Lower Yellowstone Project 

McGee Creek Project 

Mid-Dakota Rural Water Project 

Milk River Project 

St. Mary Diversion Rehabilitation/Milk River Project 

Mirage Flats Project 

Mnl Wiconi Project 

Montana Investigations Program 

Mountain Park Project 

Norman Project 

North Platte Project 

Nueces River Project 

Oklahoma Investigations Program 

Perkins County Rural Water System 
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GREAT PLAINS REGION 
FY 2011 OVERVIEW 



FY 2011 REQUEST FOR WATER AND RELATED RESOURCES 

Water & 
Energy 

Land 

Management 

Fish & 
Wildlife 

Facility 

Operations 

Facility 

Maintenance 

Total 

Program 


$60,028,000 

$942,000 

$13,369,000 

$84,266,000 

$12,156,000 

$170,761,000 


The Bureau of Reclamation Fiscal Year (FY) 2011 Request for the Great Plains Region (Region) for 
Water and Related Resources totals $170.8 million. This is a decrease of $59.8 million from the FY 2010 
enacted budget. The request reflects the high priority for continuing operation and maintenance (O&M) 
on existing infrastructure, construction of municipal, rural, and industrial (MR&I) water systems, 
environmental restoration and endangered species recovery, title transfer and contract renewals. 

The Region encompasses all of North and South Dakota, Kansas, Nebraska, Oklahoma, and most of 
Montana, Wyoming, Colorado, and Texas and has 56 operating projects. The Region has 80 Reclamation 
reservoirs including 76 high and significant hazard dams and 65 low hazard dams (mainly diversion 
dams) with reservoirs that have a total capacity of 23.3 million-acre feet. The reservoirs irrigate over 2 
million acres of cropland, about one-fourth of the land area served by all Reclamation reservoirs in the 
West. The farmland served by Reclamation water produces nearly $1 billion worth of crops each year in 
the Region. This request also provides for a sustainable program to operate the reservoirs which irrigate 

2.170.000 acres and provide MR&I water supplies to 2.6 million people in the Region. There are 20 
powerplants operated and maintained by the Region, with a total of 42 generating units, (three of which 
are pump generators) with a total generating capacity of 1,002 megawatts of power, which is about 7 
percent of Reclamation’s total power generating capacity. There are 93 recreation areas providing 

1 .098.000 acres of land and water recreation. Of the 93 recreation areas in the region, 8 1 areas are 
associated with reservoirs which receive an average of 14 million visits each year. 

Critical challenges facing the Region are rural water system completion, Indian rural water O&M, up- 
front funding by the power customers, and endangered species issues. 

Indian rural water O&M requirements continue to increase every year as Indian water system features of 
Garrison and Mni Wiconi are completed and begin O&M. Reclamation is required to fund O&M for 
Indian rural water features for Mni Wiconi and Garrison and protect the Federal Investment. Specific 
project O&M amounts are based upon the need to operate and maintain existing infrastructure. The 
Region continues to work with project sponsors to control O&M costs. 

Endangered species activities are becoming a great challenge for the Region. The most significant 
endangered species issues affecting the Region are the Platte River Recovery Implementation Program, 
recovery of Pallid Sturgeon on the Lower Yellowstone, and the ongoing informal consultations with the 
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service on the operation of Upper Missouri River projects which could result in 
additional Endangered Species Act requirements. 
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Greal Plains Region - FV 2011 Overview 

The Water and Energy Management and Development activity request totals $60.0 million which is a 
$69.3 million decrease from the FY 2010 enacted budget. Of the $60.0 million, $46.0 million supports 
funding to complete construction of ongoing rural water projects including ongoing MR&I systems for 
the Pick Sloan-Missouri Basin Program - The Garrison Diversion Unit (North Dakota); the Mni Wiconi 
Project (South Dakota), Fort Peck Reservation/Dry Prairie Rural Water System (Montana); Lewis & 

Clark Rural Water System (South Dakota, Minnesota, Iowa); Rocky Boy’s/North Central Rural Water 
System (Montana); and Perkins County Rural Water System (South Dakota). The first priority for 
funding rural water projects is the required O&M component. The remaining funding for rural water 
projects is requested based on certain criteria: percent of project complete and on-reservation/off- 
reservation populations. The funds requested by Reclamation for rural water construction in FY 201 1 
were formulated within established targets and considered priorities of other mission critical work. 

On December 22, 2006, the President signed P.L. 109-451, the Rural Water Supply Act of 2006. The 
statute authorizes the Secretary to establish a formal rural water supply program and establishes a loan 
guarantee program for rural water and major maintenance projects in the 17 western States. 

The legislation docs not address funding of the six rural water projects, in the region, currently authorized 
and being constructed in Montana and North and South Dakota. 

Funding of $3 million is included for the Arkansas Valley Conduit as authorized in the original 
Fryingpan-Arkansas Project. Other funding provides for water resource management programs for each 
of the nine states in the Region, and includes activities such as water conservation planning and 
implementation of conservation plans, water quality monitoring, adjudication of water rights, and the 
administration of water contracts. 

The Land Management and Development activity request totals $942,000 which is a $368,000 decrease 
from the FY 20 1 0 enacted budget. The funding provides for land management activities throughout the 
Region including recreation management, hazardous waste, integrated pest management, cultural 
resources, the museum property program, compliance witli Native American Graves Protection 
Repatriation Act, and other general land management activities. 

The Fish and Wildlife Management and Development activity request totals $13.4 million, which is a 
$0.1 million increase from the FY 2010 enacted budget. The funding provides for wildlife refuge 
development, the endangered species recovery implementation program for the Platte River Basin, 
Arkansas River Recovery activities, operation analysis of Reclamation facilities operations in the Platte 
River and Upper Missouri River basins, and various other activities. Funding for Platte River is critical to 
meeting Endangered Species Act (ESA) objectives. This is a multi-state watershed improvement project 
critical to the recovery of endangered species and a collaborative effort between three States, U.S, Fish 
and Wildlife, other environmental organizations, and Reclamation. 

The Facility Operations activity request totals $84.3 million which is an $8.6 million increase from the 
FY 2010 enacted budget. The funding provides for the ongoing day-to-day operations of facilities in the 
Region to continue delivery of project benefits. This activity also provides funding for operation and 
maintenance of Indian features of rural water projects as mandated by Federal law. The increase in 
funding is for the additional cost of treating water at Leadville, as well as providing funding for the rising 
cost of Operation and Maintenance of aging infrastructure at facility locations throughout the Region, 

The Facility Maintenance and Rehabilitation activity request totals $12.2 million which is a $1 .1 
million increase from the FY 2010 enacted budget. 

The funding provides for replacements, 
additions, and extraordinary maintenance 
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Great Plains Region — FY 2011 Overview 

items necessary to maintain the infrastructure in operating condition and provides for dam safety 
activities. 

In 1994, a long-term Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) was signed which created a partnership 
between Reclamation (GP Region), Western Area Power Administration, and approximately 300 
customers. In 2004, the Corp of Engineers joined the agreement to form the Federal Program in the 
Region. This agreement enabled GP region customers to voluntarily direct-fund Replacements, 

Additions, and Extraordinary Maintenance (RAX) items for single-purpose power projects as agreed upon 
annually. Currently, there is no mechanism in place that guarantees annual funding. 

The Region continues working closely with the power customers to obtain up-front funding. The FY 
2011 budget proposes $20.9 million for up-ftont power maintenance and rehabilitation. The increase is 
due to the need to rewind the generators at the Yellowtail Unit, P-S MSP. 

Planned Accomplishments in FTf 2011 include the delivery of 2,640,000 acre-feet of water from 
Reclamation owned and operated facilities. Water infrastructure O&M activities are expected to meet the 
Region’s target of 94 of the Region’s 76 High & Significant Hazard Dams and 23 Reserved Works 
Associated Facilities in fair to good condition as measured by the Facility Reliability Rating (FRR). 

Power O&M activities are expected to keep 20 of the Region’s powerplants in fair to good condition as 
measured by the FRR. The Region also expects that continued construction of rural water systems in 
North and South Dakota, and Montana will increase the capability to deliver 2,206 acre-feet of water and 
add 9,784 cfs-miles of system capacity. 
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Great Plains Region ~~ FY 20 J I Overview 

Some of the major maintenance activities in the FY 201 1 request include: Facility Rehabilitation at 
Leadvilie Mine Drainage Tunnel, Stilling Basin & Tailrace Concrete Repair at Seminoe Dam, Kendrick 
Project, Road Rehabilitation at Fresno Beach Area and Low Flow By pass at Lake Sherburne - Milk 
River Project, and Kirwin Spillway Concrete Repair at Kirwin Project. 

Planned Accomplishments in FY 2010 include the delivery of 2,740,000 acre-feet of water from 
Reclamation owned and operated facilities. Water infrastructure O&M activities are expected to meet the 
Region’s target of 94 of the Region’s 76 High & Significant Hazard Dams and 23 Reserved Works 
Associated Facilities in fair to good condition as measured by the Facility Reliability Rating (FRR). 

Power O&M activities are expected to keep 20 of the Region’s powerplants in fair to good condition as 
measured by the FRR. The Region also expects that continued construction of rural water systems in 
North and South Dakota, will increase the capability to deliver 5,130 acre-feet of water and add 15,982 
cfs-miles of system capacity. Work will continue to bring 133 additional recreation sites into compliance 
with the Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA). 

Some of the major maintenance activities in the FY 2010 request include: Begin SCADA System 
Remote Terminal Units (RTU) at Colorado-Big Thompson; replace detention pond liner at Leadvilie 
Mine Drainage Tunnel; overhaul gate operators at Ruedi Dam; stabilize Tiber shoreline at Lower Marias 
Unit, P-S MBP; and replace Shoshone River gage powerline & communications lines. 

Accomplishments in FY 2009 include the delivery of 3,065,529 acre-feet of water from Reclamation 
owned and operated facilities. Water infrastructure O&M activities for FRR exceeded the Region's target 
of 94 with 97 of the Region’s 76 High & Significant Hazard Dams and 23 Reserved Works Associated 
Facilities in fair to good condition as measured by the Facility Reliability Rating (FRR). Anita Dam was 
removed from the High & Significant Hazard Dams list in FY 2009 and Arrowwood Bypass was added to 
the Associated Facilities in FY 2009. Power O&M activities kept 20 of the Region’s powerplants in fair 
to good condition as measured by the FRR. Pilot Butte powerplant was mothballed in FY 2009. The 
Region continued construction of rural water systems in North and South Dakota to increase the 
capability to deliver 4,840 acre-feet of water and add 1 7,190 eft-miles of system capacity. 140 additional 
recreation sites were brought into compliance with the Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA). 

Some of the major maintenance activities accomplished in the FY 2009 request include: repairs to left 
and right spillway walls at Angostura Unit, continued refurbishment of the spillway radial gates at 
Yellowtail dam; continued rehabilitation 
of the Green Mountain facilities; 
replacement of hydrological data 
collection system at Fryingpan Arkansas 
Project; and surface preparation and 
painting of various metalwork structures 
at Canyon Ferry Dam and Power plant. 


Planned Accomplishments for the 
American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009 (ARRA) - The Region was allocated $200 million 
in ARRA funding for rural water activities. The majority of work being performed is related to water 
treatment plants and intake structures. All rural water agreements have been obligated. 

Originally approved RAX funding for ARRA activities was given to the Region in the amount of $34.5 
million. Major activities planned with this funding include the Flatiron Penstock Recoating; Pole Hill 
Canal Lining; Angostura Bank Stabilization and Road Repairs; Glen Elder Spillway Concrete Repair; 
Belle Fourche Road Repairs; Life Safety Modifications at various Wyoming Powerplants; and Standby 
Generators at Pole Hill Powerplant, Flatiron Powerplant, Bald Mountain, and Carter Lake. 


The Region’s Facility Operations, Maintenance, and 
Rehabilitation (OM&R) Team is charged with executing a 
consistent, defendable, and prioritized Regional O&M 
program. The relative importance and capacity of the 
facility to provide power and water deliveries, recreation, 
and other services, \.s. facility performance, are considered 
when establishing a priority rating. 
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Great Plains Region —FY 2011 Overview 


TOTAL WATER AND RELATED RESOURCES REQUEST BY MISSION AREA 

Fiscal Year 

Resource Use 

- Water 

Resource Use- 

Power 

Resource 

Protection 

Recreation 

Tota! 

1/ 

FY 2010 Projects 

$193,912,000 

$28,567,000 

$155,000 

$7,919,000 

$230,553,000 

FY 2010 Bureauwides 

$7,690,000 

$100,000 

$136,000 

$162,000 

$8,088,000 

FY 20 1 1 Projects 

$130,560,000 

$32,686,000 

$155,000 

$7,360,000 

$170,560,000 

FY 2011 Bureauwides 

$7,616,000 

$1,245,000 

$140,000 

$177,000 

$9,178,000 


1/ This tabic includes Burcauwide funding. Bureauwide funding is not included in die Region's budget request/overview. However, Bureauwide 
funding is included in the following narrative analysis. 


Resource Use - Water (Deliver Water Consistent with Applicable State and Federal l,aw) — the 
amount requested is $138.2 million, which is a $63.4 million decrease from the FY 2010 request. Of the 
$13 1.6 million, $73.9 million is for activities associated with operating and maintaining a safe and 
reliable water infrastructure, $7.3 million is for activities associated with effective water management to 
optimize supply, and $57 million is for activities associated with the completion of construction projects 
to increase delivery infrastructure and water availability. 


Use of Budget and Performance Information; Rural Water 
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Of Reclamation’s eight authorized rural water projects, six are in the GP region and are currently being 
constructed in the Dakotas and Montana. All of these projects predate P.L. 109-45 1, which authorized the 
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Great Plains Region — FY 201 1 Overview 

Secretary of the Interior to create a rural water supply program to address rural water needs in the 17 
western States. More than 205,000 people are presently being served by the six partially completed 
projects; (approximately 39,250 on-reservation and 166,570 off-reservation). When these rural water 
projects are completed, a total of more than 713,000 people will be served; (approximately 126,000 on- 
reservation and 587,000 off-reservation). 

The FY 201 1 rural water request for GP Region is $61.5 million. This includes $1 5.5 million for the 
operation and maintenance of tribal systems and $46.0 million for construction. The rural water request is 
approximately 36 percent of the region's FY 201 1 W&RR budget. The remaining construction 
appropriations ceiling for these six projects totals over $1 billion. 

Reclamation closely examined the budget to identify opportunities where funds could be shifted to fund 
rural water construction. The analysis revealed that budgets for water resources and operation and 
maintenance are declining and cannot be reduced without compromising the integrity of the federally 
owned facilities. Approximately 36 percent of the region's budget is rural water and legislatively 
mandated as "pass through"; i.e., for specified use by project sponsors/partners. 


Construction funding of $ 17.3 million was requested for the Mni Wiconi Project based on; 1) Mni 
Wiconi contains the highest component of construction for on-reservation communities; and 2) amount of 
funds needed to complete construction of the project (a smaller amount is needed to complete Mni Wiconi 
than to complete Garrison). This project has completed the water treatment facilities, all of the main 
transmission pipelines and portions of each of the four sponsors’ distribution systems. Most of the 
remaining construction to be completed is on the reservations which are areas that are economically 
disadvantaged. According to recent statistics. Shannon County on the Pine Ridge Indian Reservation has 
the second lowest per-capita income in the country making it one of the most impoverished areas of the 
Nation. The total population currently being served, both on and off-reservation is approximately 38,750 
out of a projected total of 52,000. With the current project activities consisting mainly of installation of 
the remaining segments of distribution pipelines, funds spent on the Mni Wiconi Project are used to 
construct portions of the system that will deliver water to homes and communities that can immediately 
provide water to users. 

Construction funding of $22.7 million was allocated to the Garrison Project in Pick-Sloan for rural water. 
The Garrison project is comprised of two separate and distinct components, one that provides funding to 
various rural water projects managed by the State, and one that provides funding to four separate Indian 
Tribes. The total population currently being served on-reservation is approximately 12,000 out of a 
projected total of 52,000. The remaining construction to be completed for the tribal component is on 
reservations which are areas that are economically disadvantaged. The total population currently being 
served off-reservation is approximately 142,000 out of a projected 233,000. Due to the comparable needs 
of both the tribes and the State of North Dakota, a collaboratively developed agreement between the State 
and the Tribes allocates a 50/50 split of the Garrison rural water construction funds. 

Construction funding of $2 million was allocated to tlje Fort Peck Reservation/Dry Prairie Rural Water 
System to complete construction work on the waterline to Poplar. The community of Poplar is currently 
provided drinking water from wells that are being threatened by a contaminated brine plume that is 
migrating from oil fields. The Reservation is home to the Assiniboine and Sioux Tribes (Tribes). Tlie 
projected population to be served by this system is 27,434; 16,995 on-reservation and 10,439 off- 
reservation. There is 580,000 gallons per day allowed for livestock. Water will also be provided to a 
large number of commercial users such as hospitals, municipal parks, schools, hotels, and manufacturing 
businesses. Dry Prairie Rural Water will continue planning and designing pipeline branch lines on the 
west end of the project boundary. 
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Construction funding of $2 million was allocated to the Lewis and Clark Rural Water System water 
treatment plant. The completed project would address eoncerns regarding the low quality, contamination 
vulnerability, and insufficient supply of existing drinking water sources throughout the project area which 
would eventually serve over 300,000 people in the project area. The raw water will be collected, treated, 
and distributed through a network of wells, pipelines, pump stations and storage reservoirs to bulk service 
connections to 15 municipalities (including the City of Sioux Falls) and five rural water systems. 

Construction funding of $1 million was allocated to the Rocky Boy’s/North Central Rural Water System 
to continue construction of Phase 1 of the water treatment plant. The Rocky Boy’s Indian Reservation is 
home to the Chippewa-Cree Tribe. A core pipeline will provide potable water from Tiber Reservoir to 
the Rocky Boy’s Reservation, while non-core pipelines will serve 21 surrounding towns and/or rural 
water districts. At full build-out, the system will serve a total estimated population of 43,000 (1 4,000 on- 
reservation, 29,000 off-reservation). 

Construction funding of $1 million was allocated to the Perkins County Rural Water System (PCRWS). 
The PCRWS is a buried, pressurized pipeline distribution system that delivers treated drinking water to 
communities, rural residences and pasture taps in Perkins County, South Dakota. Perkins County is the 
second largest county (2,866 square miles) in South Dakota and is located in the northwest corner of the 
state. The area is characterized by widely separated towns and ranches. Groundwater has been the 
predominant water source, but many residents of the area haul water for domestic use because of 
inadequate quantity and poor water quality. 

Resource Use - Power (Deliver Hydropower Consistent with Applicable State and Federal Law) - 
the amount being requested is $33.9 million which is a $5.3 million increase from FY 2010. This funding 
is for activities associated with operating and maintaining safe and reliable power facilities. 


Agencies Partner to Improve Power Program Efficiency 
The Great Plains Region began the replacement of the Supervisory Control and Data Acquisition 
(SCADA) system that controls a total of 14 remote water and power facilities in both the Wyoming 
and Montana Area Offices. This replacement was for the existing facilities as well as the ability for 
future expansion of the other Reclamation power facilities in the region should that become 
economically and logistically feasible. The original cost estimate for the replacement was $6.18 
million. This estimate was for a contractor to provide a turnkey system. Then a cost estimate was 
developed utilizing Reclamation forces and a collaborative effort with Western Area Power 
Administration’s (Western) Rocky Mountain Region to utilize the Western SCADA system 
eliminating the need for contractor involvement. This partnership resulted in a new cost estimate of 
approximately $2.4 million, a 61% savings. 


Recreation (Quality Recreation Experience) - The amount being requested is $7.5 million which is a 
$0.5 million decrease from the FY 2010 request. This funding is for improving capacities to provide 
access for recreation. 

Use of Budget and Performance Information: Recreation Site Accessibility 

The Great Plains Region has 526 recreation sites at its projects, 53 percent of the Reclamation total. 
Beginning in FY 2007, the region established performance targets for recreation site accessibility in order 
to meet Reclamation’s 2010 accessibility goal. In addition to requesting appropriated funds, the region 
collaborated with our recreation area managing partners to increase their contributed funds and in-kind 
services in order to help meet the 2010 goal. To date, managing partners have committed to contribute 27 
percent of the total. 
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Great Plains Region — F¥ 2011 Overview 


External factors; One of the managing partners has proposed a $1 .5 million bond to pay its share of the 
accessibility retrofits. If the bond fails or is not passed before 2010, retrofits may not be completed at 12 
recreation sites. This could potentially reduce accomplishment to 98 percent of the 2010 target unless 
additional Federal funds are identified or other innovative funding strategies are developed in cooperation 
with the partner. 

Resource Protection (Watersheds, Landscapes, and Marine Resource), (Biological Communities), 
and (Cultural and Natural Heritage Resources) - The amount being requested is $295,000; $155,000 
for activities associated with creating conditions for desired biological communities to flourish; and 
$140,000 to protect cultural and natural resources. This is an increase of $4,000 from the FY 2010 
request. 
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Arbuckle Project 

LOCATION: This project is located in Murray and Garvin Counties in south central Oklahoma. 

DESCRIPTION/JUSTIFICATION: The Arbuckle Project regulates flows of Rock Creek, a tributary of 
the Washita River, in south central Oklahoma. The principal features of the project are Arbuckle Dam and 
Reservoir, Wynnewood Pumping Plant, and the 17.87-mile Wynnewood Aqueduct. The Arbuckle Master 
Conservancy District and the National Park Service manage the project. 

AUTHORIZATION: P.L. 87-594, Arbuckle Project, August 24, 1962. 

PERFORMANCE INFORMATION: This project is aligned with Department of the Interior's Strategic 
Plan end outcome goals that include: Deliver Water Consistent with Applicable State and Federal Law. 
The intermediate outcomes include: Operate and Maintain a Safe and Reliable Water Infrastructure, 
Effective Water Management to Optimize Supply. The performance measures include; Facilities 
Reliability - Water infrastructure is in fair to good condition as measured by the Facility Reliability Rating. 
The Activity Based Costing/Management alignments include but are not limited to: 4H and 5A (Operate 
and Maintain DamsAVater Storage Facilities) and 81 (Enhance Water Supply). 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 


Program Financial Data 


Activity 

FY2010 

FY2011 1 

Water and Energy Management and Development 



Facility Operations 

IjjjjjjjjjjHHHQXffR 


Facility Maintenance and Rehabilitation 

13,000 


Enacted/Request 

$224,000 

$230,000 1 

Non-Federal 

HIIIIIIIHIIHfflH 


Prior Year Funds 

0 

0 

Total Program 

$227,000 

$240,000 

Prior Year Funds/Non-Federal 



Total Reclamation Allotment 

$224,000 

$230,000 1 


WORK PROPOSED FOR FY 2011: 

Water and Energy Management and Development - Continues to provide project-wide support for the 
planning and implementation of effective water conservation measures with Reclamation water districts. 
Continues the administration of Reclamation water contracts and reviews for contract compliance. 

58,000 

Non-Federal - Arbuckle Master Conservancy District f 10.000) 

Subtotal, Water and Energy Management and Development $48,000 

Facility Operations - Continues reimbursement to the operating entity, Arbuckle Master Conservancy 
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Arbuckle Project 

District, for joint operations costs allocated to flood control and fish and wildlife. Continues miscellaneous 
flood control, cultural resources related activities, emergency management planning, reviewing and 
updating the project standing operating procedures, dam operator training, and emergency exercise 
program activities. Also, continues funding for ongoing resource management activities related to facility 
operations, including hydromet monitoring support and reservoir data reporting. 170,000 

Facility Maintenance and Rehabilitation - Continues facility examinations to ensure structural integrity 
relating to safe and reliable operation of the structures. 12,000 

Reclamation Request S230,000 

SEE APPENDIX FOR: Obligations by Function for Operating Projects 
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Canadian River Project 

LOCATION: This project is located in Hutchinson, Moore, and Potter Counties in northwest Texas. 

DESCRIPTION/JUSTIFICATION: The principal structure of the Canadian River Project is 
Sanford Dam, located approximately 37 miles northeast of Amarillo on the Canadian River. The dam 
impounds water in Lake Meredith. The project provides water to approximately 800,000 people in the 1 1 
member cities of the Canadian River Municipal Water Authority. 

AUTHORIZATION: P.L. 81-898, Canadian River Project, December 29, 1950. 

PERFORMANCE INFORMATION: This project is broadly aligned with Department of the Interior's 
Strategic Plan end outcome goals that include: Deliver Water Consistent with Applicable State and 
Federal Law and Improve the Quality and Diversity of Recreation. The intermediate outcomes include: 
Operate and Maintain a Safe and Reliable Water Infrastructure, Effective Water Management to Optimize 
Supply, and Improve Capabilities to Provide Recreation. The performance measures include: Facilities 
Reliability - Water infrastructure is in fair to good condition as measured by the Facility Reliability Rating; 
and Percent of priority recreation facilities that meet applicable accessibility standards. The 
Activity Based Costing/Management alignments include but are not limited to: 4H and 5A (Operate and 
Maintain Dams/Water Storage Facilities), 8J (Enhance Water Supply), and 5P (Operate and Maintain 
Recreation Facilities. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 


Program Financial Data 


Activity 

FY 2010 

FY 201 1 

Water and Energy Management and Development 

$41,000 

$44,000 

Fish and Wildlife Management and Development 

10,000 

10,000 

Facility Operations 

70,000 

77,000 

Facility Maintenance and Rehabilitation 

87,000 

34,000 

Enacted/Request 

$208,000 

$165,000 

Non-Federal 

5,000 

9,000 

Prior Year Funds 

0 

0 

Total Program 

$213,000 

$174,000 

Prior Year Funds/Non-Federal 

(5,000) 

(9,000) 

Total Reclamation Allotment 

$208,000 

$165,000 
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Canadian River Project 


WORK PROPOSED FOR FY 2011: 

Water and Energy Management and Development - Continues to provide project-wide support for the 
planning and implementation of effective water conservation measures with Reclamation water districts. 
Continues the administration of Reclamation water contracts and reviews for contract compliance. 

53,000 

Non-Federal - Canadian River Municipal Water Authority ('O.OOOt 

Subtotal, Water and Energy Management and Development S44,000 

Fish and Wildlife Management and Development - Continues endangered species activities associated 
with the Arkansas River Shiner/Peppered Chub within the Canadian River Basin. 10,000 

Facility Operations - Continues ongoing activities which encompass emergency management planning, 
reviewing and updating the project standing operating procedures, dam operator training, and emergency 
exercise program activities. Continues ongoing resource management activities related to facility 
operation, including hydromet monitoring support and reservoir data reporting. 77,000 

Facility Maintenance and Rehabilitation - Continues facility examinations to ensure structural integrity 
relating to safe and reliable operation of the structures. Continues landslide inspections to ensure public 
safety and compliance with Federal/State Code requirements. Decrease in funding is due to underwater, 
toe. and climb exams scheduled in FY 2010. 34.000 

Reclamation Request $165,000 

SEE APPENDIX FOR: Obligations by Function for Operating Projects 
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Colorado-Big Thompson Project 

LOCATION: This project is located in Boulder, Grand, Larimer, Logan, Morgan, Sedgwick, Summit, 
Washington, and Weld Counties in Northeastern Colorado. 

DESCRIPTION/JUSTIFICATION; The Colorado-Big Thompson Project diverts approximately 
260,000 acre-feet of water annually from the Colorado River headwaters on the western slope of the Rocky 
Mountains for distribution to eastern slope project lands. The Northern Colorado Water Conservancy 
District apportions the wafer used for irrigation to more than 120 ditch and reservoir companies, and 
municipal and industrial water to 30 cities and towns. Electrical energy is produced by six powerplants 
with an installed capacity of 188,350 kilowatts. The major features on the western slope include Green 
Mountain Dam and Powerplant, Granby Dam and Farr Pumping Plant, Shadow Mountain Reservoir, and 
Willow Creek Dam and Pumping Plant. Water is diverted from the western slope to the eastern slope 
through the Alva B. Adams Tunnel. The major features on the eastern slope include Mary's Lake Dikes 
and Powerplant, Olympus Dam and Estes Powerplant, Pole Hill Powerplant and Canal, Rattlesnake Dam 
and Tunnel (Pinewood Lake), Flatiron Dam and Powerplant, Big Thompson Powerplant, Carter Lake Dam 
and Reservoir, Charles Hansen Feeder Canal, and Horsetooth Dam and Reservoir and St. Vrain Canal, 

AUTHORIZATION: P.L. 289, Advances to the Reclamation Fund, June 25, 1910 (Colorado-Big 
Thompson Project authorized by a find ing of feasibility by the Seci-etary of the Interior, approved by the 
President on December 21, 1937); and P.L. 292, Second Deficiency Appropriation Act for 1 924 (Fact 
Finder's Act), December 3, 1924. 

PERFORMANCE INFORMATION: This project is broadly aligned with Department of the Interior's 
Strategic Plan end outcome goals that include; Deliver Water Consistent with Applicable State and 
Federal Law; Manage or Influence Resource Use Energy; Improve the Quality and Diversity of Recreation; 
and Sustain Biological Communities on DOI Managed and Influenced Lands and Waters. The 
intermediate outcomes include; Operate and Maintain a Safe and Reliable Water Infrastructure and Power 
Facilities; Effective Water Management to Optimize Supply; Invasive Species; and Improve Capabilities to 
Provide Recreation. The performance measures include; Facilities Reliability - Water infrastructure is in 
fair to good condition as measured by the Facility Reliability Rating; Facilities Reliability - Hydropower 
facilities are in fair to good condition as measured by the Facilities Reliability Rating; Provide for Access; 
Number of megawatts of hydropower delivered annually; Responsible Development; Achieve the Industry 
Average or Lower Forced Outage Rate; Percent of time in forced outage; Percent of time that Bureau of 
Reclamation hydroelectric generating units are available to the interconnected Western electrical system 
during daily peak summer demand periods; Percent of priority recreation facilities that meet applicable 
accessibility standards. The Activity Based Costing/Management alignments include but are not limited 
to; 4H and 5A (Operate and Maintain Dams/Water Storage Facilities), 4M and 4J (Operate and Maintain 
Water Conveyance Facilities for Resource Use), 4T and 4P (Operate and Maintain Power Facilities), and 
8J (Enhance Water Supply). 

Flatiron Units 1 and 2 Rewinds - Rewinds are needed at Units 1 and 2 at the Flatiron Powerplant. 

The total estimated cost of the rewinds is $ 13.3 million. Unit 1 needs rewinding because the high voltage 
winding shorted to ground, rendering the unit unavailable for power production. Unit 2 needs rewinding 
due to failing a high-voltage ramp test and subsequent limiting operations. Western Area Power 
Administration (WAPA) must purchase the equivalent amount of power at market rates, currently costing 
about $1 1,600 per day or $4.23 million per year. This is roughly one and three-quarters more than the cost 
of electricity produced by Federal powerplants in the area. 
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Colorado-Big Thompson Project 


By rewinding Units 1 and 2, the 
total average annual net 
generation of 21 1,337 MWh 
can be restored. Once the units 
are returned to service, WAPA 
will no longer have to purchase 
the S4.23 millon per year of 
replacement power. 



Flatiron Powerplant Rewind Project 
Electricity Production Benefits 


250.000 

200.000 

150.000 

100.000 
50,000 

0 



10 Year Average Current Capability New Stator core 

and winding 


lEUnil 1 S Unit 2 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 


Program Financial Data 


Activity 

FY 2010 

FY 201 1 I 

Water and Energy Management and Development 

$118,000 


Land Management and Development 

176,000 


Fish and Wildlife Management and Development 

42,000 


Facility Operations 

9,111,000 


Facility Maintenance and Rehabilitation 

3,799.000 


Enacted/Request 

$13,246,000 

$12,778,000 

Non-Federal 

7,409,000 

5,043,200 

Prior Year Funds 


0 

Total Program 

$20,710,000 


Prior Year Funds/Non-Federal 

■HBiHi 

(5,043,200) 

Total Reclamation Allotment 

$13,246,000 

$12,778,000 


IMPACTS OF RECOVERY ACT FUNDING: Funding has accelerated the following Facility 
Maintenance and Rehabilitation activities within the project: plant maintenance network to provide a 
multi-facility condition monitoring system on the Colorado-Big Thompson Project, generator rewind at 
Flatiron Power plant, canal lining at Pole Hill, standby generator and transfer switch addition at Bald 
Mountain and Carter Lake, spillway concrete repair at Green Mountain, and Flatiron Penstock recoating. 
Early accomplishment of tliese activities will provide the Region with an opportunity to fund other priority 
Facility Maintenance and Rehabilitation activities. 

WORK PROPOSED FOR FY 2011; 

Water and Energy Management and Development - Continues to provide assistance to irrigation 
districts through water conservation planning and implementation of conservation plans, conservation 
information, and demonstration of innovative conservation technologies. 1 90,000 

Non-Fcderal Participation - Northern Colorado Water 
Conservancy District and State Agencies f70.0001 

Subtotal, Water and Energy Management and Development S120,000 

Great Plains Region -30 


54862A 

















2270 


Colorado-Big Thompson Project 


Land Management and Development - Continues renovation and replacement of recreation facilities to 
provide facilities that eomply with health, safety, and aceessibility standards. Decrease in request is due to 
funding for Title 28 universal aeeessibility upgrades requested in 2010. 150,000 

Non-Federal Participation - Larimer County Parks and Open Lands Department 
and Estes Valley Reereation and Parks Distriet (75.000~) 

Subtotal, Land Management and Development 75,000 

Fish and Wildlife Management and Development - Continues coordination of activities associated with 
conservation, enhancement, development and restoration of fish and wildlife populations and their habitats. 

26,000 

Facility Operations - Continues operation and maintenance, and management of infrastructure required 
for continued delivery of project benefits. Includes Reclamation’s portion of operating expenses for 
transferred facilities (i.e., operation and maintenance is performed by the District, but title to the facilities 
is retained by the United States). Continues operations to benefit endangered species while continuing to 
deliver other project benefits. Continues water service and repayment contract administration, water 
marketing and water rights activities, and water scheduling and administration duties. Continues land 
resources management, recreation management, environmental compliance, and cultural resources 
activities related to project operations. Increase is due to higher costs associated with operation and 
maintenance of equipment and aging infrastructure. 1 3,1 64,000 

Non-Federal - Northern Colorado Water Conservancy District Partnership (3. 091. 0001 

Subtotal, Facility Operations 10,073,000 

Facility Maintenance and Rehabilitation - Continues concrete liner replacement at Pole Hill Canal. 
Continues facility examinations to ensure structural integrity relating to safe and reliable operation of the 
structures, and for inspection of bridges to ensure public safety and compliance with Federal/State code 
requirements. The Facility Maintenance and Rehabilitation request varies dependent upon the need for 
replacements, additions, and extraordinary requirements. 4,291 ,200 

Power Items fNon-Federan - Continues Unit I and Unit 2 rewind and core replacement at Flatiron 
Powerplant, and Estes Powerplant Asbestos Abatement. 

Non-Federal - Power Customers fl.807.2001 

Subtotal, Facility Maintenance and Rehabilitation 2.484,000 

Reclamation Request $12,778,000 
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Endangered Species Recovery Implementation Program 
(Platte River Recovery Implementation Program) 

LOCATION: This activity is located in the Platte River Basin in Wyoming, Colorado, and Nebraska. 

DESCRIPTION/JUSTIFICATION: In late 2006, the Governors of Colorado, Nebraska and Wyoming 
and the Secretary of the Interior entered into the Platte River Recovery Implementation Program 
(Program), The Program is a collaborative basin-wide program for endangered species in the Central 
Platte River in Nebraska. The Program addresses habitat for four species; the Whooping Crane, Piping 
Plover, Interior Least Tern, and Pallid Sturgeon. Under the Program, Reclamation received significant and 
essential compliance under the Endangered Species Act (ESA) for continued operations of the Colorado- 
Big Tliompson and North Platte projects which supply water to Colorado, Nebraska, and Wyoming 
irrigators and municipalities. The Program, which began January 1, 2007, is estimated at $3 17 million, 
with the Federal share being $157 million. The Program requires that the Federal government provide 
50 percent of the Program contributions, with the States providing at least 50 percent of the contributions 
(cash and cash-equivalent). 

P.L. 11 0-229 authorized the Secretary of the Interior, through the Bureau of Reclamation, and in 
partnership with the states of Wyoming, Nebraska, and Colorado, other Federal agencies, and other non- 
Federal entities to participate in the implementation of the Program for endangered species in the Central 
Platte River Basin and to modify Reclamation’s Pathfinder Dam. No federal appropriations are required to 
modify the Pathfinder Dam. Program activities include the acquisition of lands and water and contracting 
for habitat restoration projects. 

AUTHORIZATION: P.L. 93-205, Endangered Species Act of 1973, as amended; Consolidated Natural 
Resources Act of 2008, P.L. 110-229, TITLE V, Section 515 titled “Platte River Recovery 
Implementation Program and Pathfinder Modification Project Authorization,” dated May 8, 2008. 

COMPLETION DATA: The first increment of this program is scheduled for completion in FY 2020. 

PERFORMANCE INFORMATION: This project is aligned with the Department of the Interior's 
Strategic Plan end outcome goal: Deliver Water Consistent with Applicable State and Federal Law in an 
Environmentally Responsible and Cost-Efficient Manner. The intermediate outcome is: Operate and 
Maintain a Safe and Reliable Water Infrastructure. The Activity Based Costing/Management alignment 
includes: 8K (Implement Environmental Recommendations). 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 


Program Financial Data 


1 Activity 

FY 2010 

FY 2011 

1 Fish and Wildlife Management and Development 

$12,054,000 

$12,700,000 

Enacted/Request 

$12,054,000 

$12,700,000 

Non-Federal 


12,209,000 

Prior Year Funds 

0 

0 

Total Program 

$23,659,000 

$24,909,000 

1 Prior Year Funds/Non-Federal 



1 Total Reclamation Allotment 

$12,054,000 

$12,700,000 


Great Plains Region - 32 


54862A 





















2272 


Endangered Species Recovery Implementation Program 
(Platte River Recovery Implementation Program) 


Total Cost Information '' 



Total 

Estimated Cost 

1 / 

Total to 

9/30/09 

ARRA 
Funding ^ 

FY 2010 

FY 201 1 

Balance to 
Complete 




$0 

$11,605,000 


$122,118,076 

Non-Federal 

3 / 

160,190,000 

11,207,924 

0 



125,168,076 

E^Hmui 



$0 

$23,210,000 

$24,418,000 

$247,286,1 52 


1/ Does nolinclude indexing. 

2/ Docs not include oversight activities which do not apply towards the ceiling. 

3/ Non-Fedcral includes S30 miltion cash and St 30 million in-kind, cash-equivalent contributions. 
4/ Program received no ARRA funding 


Recovery Implementation Cost Allocation and Methodology 


Allocation 

FY 2010 

FY 2011 

Fish and Wildlife 

— Til 111 

$317,330,000 

Total 




METHODOLOGY; All costs are assigned as non-reimbursable as per llie legislation. 


APPROPRIATION CEILING: Appropriations authorized are $157,140,000. The balance to complete 
shall be adjusted for inflation, 

WORK PROPOSED FOR FY 2011: 

Fish and Wildlife Management and Development - Continues implementation of tlie Platte River 
Recovery Implementation Program to provide ESA compliance for Reclamation projects in the North and 
South Platte basins. Activities include acquisition of water leases to increase river flows and purchase or 
lease of habitat lands in the Habitat Area. Other work projects include water conservation and 
management projects to improve and change the timing of flows through the Central Platte River Habitat 
Area. Activities also include the research on target species habitat needs and habitat use; adaptive 
management investigations of methods for offsetting erosion of the river channel and for restoring braided 
river; restoration and management of river channel and wet meadow habitat; and monitoring of program 
implementation and habitat variables to assess both baseline conditions and Program benefits. 

24,909,000 

Non-Federal (States of Wyoming, Colorado, and Nebraska) (12.209.0001 

Subtotal, Fish and Wildlife Management and Development $12.700,000 

Reclamation Request $12,700,000 
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Fort Peck Reservation/Dry Prairie Rural Water System 

LOCATION: The Fort Peck Reservation (Reservation) and Dry Prairie Rural Water Authority (Dry 
Prairie) are located in northeastern Montana, and include a large portion of Roosevelt and Valley counties, 
and all of Daniels and Sheridan counties. 

DESCRIPTION/JUSTIFICATION: The Reservation is approximately 100 miles long by 40 miles wide 
and is bounded on the south by the Missouri River. The northern boundary is about 20 miles south of the 
Canadian border. The Reservation is home to the Assiniboine and Sioux Tribes (Tribes). The total service 
area population in 1 990 was 24,829 leading to a 2030 projected population of 27,434. There is 580,000 
GPD allowed for livestock. Water will also be provided to a large number of commercial users. 
Commercial users like hotels, motels, hospitals, municipal parks, schools, and manufacturing businesses 
are usually the largest water users. Most of the projected population on the Reservation (population 
16,995) lives along the Missouri River in or around the towns of Wolf Point, Poplar, Brockton, Fort Kipp, 
Oswego, and Frazer, Montana. Towns outside of the Reservation (population 10,439) which would be 
served by Dry Prairie are Glasgow, Scobey, Plentywood, and Culbertson, Montana. Groundwater from 
shallow alluvial aquifers is currently the primary water source for the munieipal systems. The quality of 
groundwater throughout the Reservation and Dry Prairie service area is generally poor with concentrations 
of iron, manganese, sodium, sulfates, bicarbonates, and total dissolved solids above recommended 
standards. The regional rural water project will provide for a single water treatment plant located on the 
Missouri River, near Wolf Point, Montana, and will distribute water through 3,200 miles of pipeline. The 
water treatment plant is designed to have a capacity of delivering up to 13.6 million gallons of water per 
day to the water distribution system. Generally, water distribution systems in good condition will 
experience a 10 percent water loss from main breaks and leakage at pipe connections. Also, to allow for 
lawn and garden watering during the summer months, a maximum to average day factor of 2.25 was used 
for design water requirements. 

AUTHORIZATION: P.L. 106-382, The Fort Peck Reservation Rural Water System Act of 2000, 
October 27, 2000. 

PERFORMANCE INFORMATION: This project is aligned with the Department of the Interior's 
Strategic Plan end outcome goal: Deliver Water Consistent with Applicable State and Federal Law. The 
intermediate outcome is: Complete Construction Projects to Increase Delivery Infrastructure and Water 
Availability. The performance measure is: Increased Supply: Potential acre-feet to be made available 
through completion of projects. The Activity Based CostingManagement alignment is: 4C (Construct 
Water Conveyance Facilities). 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 


Program Financial Data 


1 Activity 

FY 2010 

FY2011 

1 Water and Energy Management and Development 

$8,000,000 

$2,000,000 

Enacted/Request 



Non-Federal 

nnmiHQH 

0 

1 Prior Year Funds 


0 

Total Program 


$2,000,000 

1 Prior Year Funds/Non-Federal 


0 

1 Total Reclamation Allotment 

$8,000,000 

$2,000,000 
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Fort Peck Reservaiion/Dry Prairie Rural Water System 


Total Cost Information 



Total 

Estimated 

Cost 

Total tluough 
9/30/09 1/ 

2/ ARRA 
Funding 

FY2010 

FY 201 1 

Balance to 
Complete 

Reclamation 

$289,017,000 

$57,919,485 

$39,996,817 


$2,000,000 

$181,100,698 

Non-Federal 

26,927,000 

574,486 

0 

0 

0 

26,352,514 

Total 

$315,944,000 

$58,493,971 

$39,996,817 

$8,000,000 

$2,000,000 

$207,453,212 


1/ Total costs through 9/30/09 include ARRA costs. 

2 / Remaining ARRA funds to be expended in FY 2010. 


Cost Allocation and Methodology 


Allocation 

FY 2010 

FY 2011 

Municipal and Industrial 

$299,691,000 

$315,944,000 

Total 




METHODOLOGY: The methodology of the cost allocation has not been modified from last year. 

APPROPRIATION CEILING: P.L. 106-382 authorizes the appropriation of $175,000,000. At October 
2010 price levels; the indexed portion of the Federal ceiling is $289,017,000 and a total ceiling of 
$315,944,000. This authorization is adequate to cover the project as currently proposed. 

COMPLETION DATA: As of September 30, 2009, the project was approximately 22 percent complete. 

IMPACTS OF RECOVERY ACT FUNDING: Funding has accelerated the completion of Phase II 
construction on the Fort Peek Water Treatment Plant (Plant), including the filtration building and 
supporting inftastructure. Early completion of the Plant will result in reduced administrative costs and 
provide quality drinking water to the communities earlier than anticipated. Funding was also applied 
towards completion of the raw water transmission line and towards construction of main line from the 
water treatment plant to Poplar. 

WORK PROPOSED FOR FY 2011: 

Water and Energy Management and Development - Funding in FY 201 1 will be used to complete 
construction work on waterline to Wolf Point and any remaining waterline to Poplar. Dry Prairie Rural 
Water sponsors will continue planning and designing pipeline branch lines on the west end of the project 
boundary. 

Reclamation Request $2,000,000 

SEE APPENDIX FOR: Status of NEPA Compliance 

Status of Water Service and Repayment Contracts 
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Fiyingpan-Arkansas Project 

LOCATION: This project is located in Bent, Chaffee, Crowley, Eagle, El Paso, Fremont, Kiowa, Lake, 
Otero, Pitkin, Prowers, and Pueblo Counties in southeastern Colorado. 

DESCRIPTION/JUSTIFICATION: The Continental Divide separates the Fryingpan-Arkansas Project 
into two distinct areas: the western slope, located within the boundaries of the White River National 
Forest; and the eastern slope in the Arkansas River Valley. The project consists of Rued! Dam and 
Reservoir, Sugarloaf Dam, Turquoise Reservoir, Twin Lakes Reservoir, Pueblo Reservoir, Mt. Elbert 
Forebay Dam and Reservoir, North and Southside Colleetion Systems, Charles H. Boustead Tunnel, and 
the Mt. Elbert Pumped-Storage Powerplant and Switehyard. The 16 diversion structures divert water from 
the west slope to the east slope. Diversions, together with available water supplies in the Arkansas River 
Basin to the east slope, provide an average annual water supply of 69,200 acre-feet for irrigation of 
280,600 acres in the Arkansas Valley and an annual supply of 41,000 acre-feet of water for use in several 
eastern slope municipalities (20,100 acre-feet to Fountain Valley Conduit, 8,040 acre-feet to Pueblo, and 
the remainder to other valley cities and towns which have requested project water). The two 
pump/generator units at Mt. Elbert Pump-Storage Powerplant and Switchyard have an installed capacity of 
200,000 kilowatts and a pumping capacity of 175,000 horsepower, 

AUTHORIZATION: P.L. 87-590, Fryingpan-Arkansas Project, August 16, 1962, as amended. 

PERFORMANCE INFORMATION: This project is broadly aligned with Department of the Interior's 
Strategic Plan end outcome goals that include: Deliver Water Consistent with Applicable State and 
Federal Law; Manage or Influence Resource Use Energy; Improve the Quality and Diversity of Recreation; 
and Sustain Biologieal Communities on DOI Managed and Influenced Lands and Waters. The 
intermediate outcomes include: Operate and Maintain a Safe and Reliable Water Infrastructure and Power 
Facilities; Effective Water Management to Optimize Supply; Invasive Species; and Improve Capabilities to 
Provide Recreation. The performance measures include: Facilities Reliability - Water infrastructure is in 
fair to good condition as measured by the Facility Reliability Rating; Facilities Reliability - Hydropower 
facilities are in fair to good condition as measured by the Facilities Reliability Rating; Provide for Access: 
Number of megawatts of hydropower delivered annually; Responsible Development; Achieve the Industry 
Average or Lower Forced Outage Rate; Percent of time in forced outage; Percent of time that Bureau of 
Reclamation hydroelectric generating units are available to the interconnected Western electrical system 
during daily peak summer demand periods; Percent of priority recreation facilities that meet applicable 
accessibility standards; Percent of baseline acres infested with invasive plant species that are controlled. 
The Activity Based Costing/Management alignments include but are not limited to: 4H and 5A (Operate 
and Maintain Dams/Water Storage Facilities), 4M and 41 (Operate and Maintain Water Conveyance 
Facilities for Resource Use), 4T and 4P (Operate and Maintain Power Facilities), 81 (Enhance Water 
Supply), N5 (Conduct Water Resources Development Studies), and 9C (Oversee/Administer Water 
Service Contracts). 
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Fryingpan-Arkamas Project 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 


Program Financial Data 


Activity 

FY 2010 

FY2011 

Water and Energy Management and Development 

$48,000 

$49,000 

Land Management and Development 

161,000 

54,000 

Facility Operations 

7,169,000 

8,412,000 

Facility Maintenance and Rehabilitation 

925,000 

309,000 

Enacted/Request 

$8,303,000 

$8,824,000 

Non-Federal 

116,000 

1,075,000 

Prior Year Funds 

13,000 

0 

Total Program 

$8,432,000 

$9,899,000 

Prior Year Funds/Non-Federal 

(129,0001 


Total Reclamation Allotment 

$8,303,000 

$8,824,000 1 


IMPACTS OF RECOVERY ACT FUNDING: Funding has accelerated the following Facility 
Maintenance and Rehabilitation activities within the project: repair of the South Outlet Works gate 
operator at Pueblo Dam, plant maintenance network to provide a multi- facility condition monitoring 
system on the Fryingpan-Arkansas Project, and SF6 breaker maintenance at Mt. Elbert Power plant. Early 
accomplishment of these activities will provide the Region an opportunity to fund other priority Facility 
Maintenance and Rehabilitation activities. 

WORK PROPOSED FOR FY 2011: 

Water and Energy Management and Development - Continues to provide assistance to irrigation 
districts with water conservation planning and implementation of conservation plans, conservation 
information and education programming, and demonstration of innovative conservation technologies. 

70,000 

Non-Federa! Participation - Southeastern Colorado Water Conservancy District 
and State Agencies (21.0001 

Subtotal, Water and Energy Management and Development $49,000 

Land Management and Development - Continues renovation and replacement of recreation facilities to 
provide facilities that comply with health, safety, and accessibility standards. Decrease in request is due to 
funding for Title 28 recreation upgrades requested in 2010. 108,000 

Non-Federal Participation - Colorado Division of Parks and Outdoor Recreation (54.0001 

Subtotal, Land Management and Development 54,000 

Facility Operations - Continues operation and management of infrastructure required for delivery of 
project benefits including hydroelectric power, water supply, and flood control. Includes operations to 
benefit endangered species while continuing to deliver other project benefits. Continues water scheduling 
and analysis. Continues land resources management, recreation management, environmental compliance, 
public safety, site security, and cultural resources activities related to project operations. 
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Fryingpan-Arkamas Project 

increase is due to higher costs associated with operation and maintenance of equipment and aging 
infrastructure. 

8,412,000 

Facility Maintenance and Rehabilitation - Continues replacement of butterfly valves of the south outlet 
works at Pueblo Dam. Continues facility examinations to ensure structural integrity relating to safe and 
reliable operation of the structures, and for inspection of bridges to ensure public safety and compliance 
with Federal/State code requirements. The Facility Maintenance and Rehabilitation request varies 
dependent upon the need for replacements, additions, and extraordinary maintenance. 

1,309,000 

Power Items rNon-Federall - Begins Mt. Elbert Powerplant turbine runner replacement. 


Non-Federal - Power Customers 


tl.000.000~l 


Subtotal, Facility Maintenance and Rehabilitation 


309.000 


Reclamation Request S8,824,000 

SEE APPENDIX FOR: Obligations by Function for Operating Projects 
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Fryingpan-Arkansas Project 
Arkansas Valley Conduit 

LOCATION; The Arkansas Valley Conduit (Conduit) is a feature of the Fryingpan-Arkansas Project and 
transports water from Pueblo Dam east to cities along the Arkansas River, extending about 1 1 0 miles to 
near Lamar, Colorado. 

DESCRIPTION/JTJSTIFICATION: As originally authorized, the Conduit was to have been paid for in 
full by the beneficiaries. Reclamation found the Conduit to be economically feasible, but beneficiaries 
lacked the financial capability to construct it. The Safe Drinking Water Act (SDWA) standards have 
become more stringent over time, and communities have found it difficult to fund the increasing cost fer 
water treatment systems. Later authorization identifies a cost sharing plan for the Conduit; 63 percent of 
the construction costs will be paid from Federal appropriations and 35 percent will be paid from other 
sources. 

AUTHORIZATION: P.L. 87-590, Fryingpan-Arkansas Project, August 16, 1962, as amended. P.L. 

1 10-114, the Water Resources and Development Act of 2007; and SEC. 9115 of P.L. 111-11, The 
Omnibus Public Lands Management Act of 2009. 

PERFORMANCE INFORMATION: This project is aligned with the Department ofthe Interior's 
Strategic Plan end outcome goal: Deliver Water Consistent with Applicable State and Federal Law. The 
intermediate outcome is: Complete Construction Projects to Increase Delivery Infrash ucture and Water 
Availability. The performance measure is: Increased Supply: Potential acre-feet to be made available 
through completion of projects. The Activity Based Costing/Management alignment is: 4C (Construct 
Water Conveyance Facilities for Resource Use). 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 


Program Financial Data 


1 Activity 

FY20I0 

FY 201 1 

1 Water and Energy Management and Development 

$5,000,000 

$3,000,000 

Enacted/Request 

$5,000,000 

$3,000,000 

Non-Federal 

0 

0 

1 Prior Year Funds 

0 

0 

Total Program 

$5,000,000 

$3,000,000 

1 Prior Year Funds/Non-Federal 

0 

0 

1 Total Reclamation Allotment 

$5,000,000 

$3,000,000 


WORK PROPOSED FOR FY 2011: 

Water and Energy Management and Development - Based on information provided by Southeastern 
Colorado Water Conservancy District, in depth mapping and surveying, geotechnical investigations, and 
initiation ofthe National Environmental Policy process would continue. Work proposed for FY 201 1 
includes only pre-construction activities. Decrease due to scope of work and capability provided by the 
sponsor. 

Reclamation Request $3,000,000 

SEE APPENDIX FOR: Obligations by Function for Operating Projects 
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Huntley Project 

LOCATION: This project is iocated in Yeliowstone County in south-central Montana. 

DESCRIPTION/JUSTIFICATION: The project consists of Anita Dam and Reservoir, Yellowstone 
River Diversion Dam, 54 miles of canal, 202 miles of laterals, 186 miles of drains, a hydraulic turbine- 
driven pumping plant and an auxiliary electric pumping plant. The project diverts water from the 
Yellowstone River to irrigate lands on the south side of the river between Huntley and Pompeys Pillar, 
Montana. 

AUTHORIZATION: The Reclamation Act of 1902, June 17, 1902 (authorized by the Secretary of the 
Interior on April 18, 1905). 

PERFORMANCE INFORMATION: This project is aligned with Department of the Interior's Strategic 
Plan end outcome goals that include: Deliver Water Consistent with Applicable State and Federal Law, 
and Improve the Quality and Diversity of Recreation Experiences and Visitor Enjoyment on DOI Lands. 
The intermediate outcomes include: Operate and Maintain a Safe and Reliable Water Infrastructure; and 
Improve Capacities to Provide Access for Recreation. The performance measures include: Facilities 
Reliability - Water infrastructure is in fair to good condition as measured by the Facility Reliability Rating. 
The Activity Based Costing/Management alignment includes but is not limited to: 4H and 5A (Operate 
and Maintain Dams/Water Storage Facilities) and 8J (Enhance Water Supply). 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 


Program Financial Data 


Activity 

FY 2010 

FY 201 1 

Water and Energy Management and Development 

$6,000 

$6,000 

Land Management and Development 

18,000 

20,000 

Fish and Wildlife Management and Development 

5,000 

5,000 

Facility Operations 

50,000 

54,000 

Facility Maintenance and Rehabilitation 

4,000 

30,000 

Enacted/Request 

$83,000 

$115,000 

Non-Federal 

20,000 

20,000 

Prior Year Funds 

0 

0 

Total Program 

$103,000 

$135,000 

Prior Year Funds/Non-Federal 

(20,000) 

(20,000) 

Total Reclamation Allotment 

$83,000 

$115,000 


WORK PROPOSED FOR FY 2011; 

Water and Energy Management and Development - Continues to provide project-wide support of 
effective water conservation measures with Reclamation water districts. Also provides for water rights 
adjudication and water quality monitoring. $6,000 
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Huntley Projecl 

Land Management and Development - Continues development of a primitive recreation area to include 
a gr aveled parking lot and restrooms. 40,000 

Non-Federal Participation - Montana Fish, Wildlife & Parks (20.000) 

Subtotal, Land Management and Development 20,000 

Fish and Wildlife Management and Development - Continues conserving, enhancing, and restoring fish 
and wildlife population and habitat with emphasis on native, threatened and endangered species recovery 
and restoration. 5,000 

Facility Operations - Continues operation of Yellowstone River Diversion Dam and Anita Dam for 
delivery of project benefits including emergency management, public safety, instrumentation, and standing 
operating procedures. Continues land resource management activity associated with facility operations, 
such as cultural resources and hazardous waste management. 54,000 

Facility Maintenance and Rehabilitation - Begins redesign of the Huntley Diversion Dam fish bypass. 
Continues facility examinations to ensure structural integrity relating to safe and reliable operation of the 
structures. The Facility Maintenance and Rehabilitation request varies dependent upon the need for 
replacements, additions, and extraordinary maintenance requirements. 30,000 

Reclamation Request 5115,000 

SEE APPENDIX FOR: Obligations by Function for Operating Projects 
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Kansas Investigations Program 

LOCATION: The program includes the entire State of Kansas. Reclamation projects within the program 
boundaries are: Almena Unit, Bostwick Division, Cedar Bluff Unit, Glen Elder Unit, Kirwin Unit, Cheney 
Division and Webster Unit. 

DESCRIPTION/JUSTIFICATION: The objective of this ongoing program is to provide the framework 
for Reclamation to participate with other entities or to conduct independent analysis to carry out a defined 
resource management investigations program in Kansas. The program goal is to better manage available 
water resources and the environment to meet contemporary water needs in the program area. Reclamation 
will provide valuable expertise, especially in the areas of water development, management, and 
conservation. Reclamation works in partnership with the State to provide support for their priorities and 
interests. These include improving the water quality within streams, rivers and larger water bodies, 
investigating the current and future water needs of specific areas, and identifying potential solutions to 
meet those needs. These investigations develop valuable information for the State, Tribes, municipalities, 
water and irrigation districts, local planning groups and environmental advocacy groups to identity, 
analyze, and evaluate solutions to water and related resources problems. 

Water-related issues confronting resource managers in Kansas include; ensuring a sustainable water 
supply for municipal, rural, and agricultural needs; assuring Native American water supply interests are 
satisfied; protecting endangered species; ensuring reliability of storage and conveyance systems; and a 
multitude of water quality issues. This program provides a funding source for appraisal and special studies 
and for evaluations of water management options in the river basins in Kansas. 

AUTHORIZATION: Reclamation Act of June 17, 1902. 

PERFORMANCE INFORMATION: This project is aligned with Department of the Interior's Strategic 
Plan end outcome goal: Deliver Water Consistent with Applicable State and Federal Law. Tlie 
intermediate outcome is: Effective Water Management to Optimize Supply. The performance measure is: 
Water infrastructure is in fair to good condition as measured by the Facility Reliability Rating. The 
Activity Based Costing/Management alignment includes but is not limited to: 22 (Plan for Water and 
Related Resource Use). 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 


Program Financial Data 


Activity 

FY 2010 

FY2011 

Water and Energy Management and Development 

$24,000 

$5,000 

Enacted/Request 

$24,000 

$5,000 

Non-Federal 

24,000 

5,000 

Prior Year Funds 

0 

0 

Total Program 

$48,000 

$10,000 

Prior Year Funds/Non-Federal 

(24,000) 

(5,000) 

Total Reclamation Allotment 

$24,000 

$5,000 1 


COST-SHARING: State of Kansas. 
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Kansas Jnvesligacions Program 


WORK PROPOSED FOR FY 2011: 

Water and Energy Management and Development - 

High Plains Municipal and Rural Water Special Study - Completes a study to review and update state and 
local assessments of future municipal and niral water supply needs in western Kansas. Options will be 
evaluated for meeting future water supply needs through conservation, reuse, desalination, and long- 
distance transport. A multi-disciplinary team will work with western Kansas communities to plan for and 
secure sustainable, drought-proof water supplies in order to meet future demands and to support economic 
viability of the area. (FY 2009 - FY 201 1) 10,000 

Non-Federal (State of Kansas) (5.000 ) 

Subtotal, Water and Energy Management and Development S5.000 

Reclamation Request $5,000 
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Keadrick Project 

LOCATION: This project is located in Carbon and Natrona Counties in central Wyoming. 

DESCRIPTION/JUSTIFICATION: The Kendrick Project (formerly Casper-Alcova) provides waters 
from the North Platte River for irrigation and electrical power generation. Major features of the project 
are: Seminoe Dam, Reservoir, and Powerplant, with a total capacity of 1,01 7,280 acre-feet, a powerplant 
containing three units, each composed of a 1 5-megawatt generator. Alcova Dam, Reservoir, and 
Powerplant, with a total capacity of 1 84,300 acre-feet and a powerplant consisting of two units, each a 
20.7-megawatt generator; Casper Canal and Distribution System, consisting of the 59-mile-Iong Casper 
Canal, 1 90 miles of laterals and sublaterals, and 42 miles of drains. Approximately 24,000 acres of 
irrigable project lands lie in an irregular pattern on the northwest side of the North Platte River between 
Alcova and Casper, Wyoming. Operation and maintenance of the Distribution System has been transferred 
to the Irrigation District. Some features of the North Platte Project and the Kortes Unit of the Pick-Sloan 
Missouri Basin Program are interspersed along the North Platte River with features of the Kendrick 
Project. These features operate together in the control of the river waters. Reclamation administers 59,000 
acres of the Project and manages recreation on 6,000 acres which are not managed by a recreation 
management entity, 

AUTHORIZATION: The Reclamation Act of 1902, June 17, 1902 (Kendrick Project was authorized by 
the President on August 30, 1935); and P. L. 260, The Reclamation Project Act of 1939, Section 9(a), 
August 4, 1939. (The Project, originally known as Casper-Alcova, was renamed Kendrick in 1937). 
Americans with Disabilities Act of 1990, July 26"', 1990, (Pub. L. 101-336). 

PERFORMANCE INFORMATION: This project is broadly aligned with Department of the Interior's 
Strategic Plan end outcome goals that include: Deliver Water Consistent with Applicable State and 
Federal Law; Manage or Influence Resource Use Energy; Improve the Quality and Diversity of Recreation. 
The intermediate outcomes include; Operate and Maintain a Safe and Reliable Water Infrastructure and 
Power Facilities; Effective Water Management to Optimize Supply; and Improve Capabilities to Provide 
Recreation. The performance measures include: Facilities Reliability - Water infrastructure is in fair to 
good condition as measured by the Facility Reliability Rating; Facilities Reliability - Hydropower facilities 
are in fair to good condition as measured by the Facilities Reliability Rating; Provide for Access: Number 
of megawatts of hydropower delivered annually; Responsible Development: Achieve the Industry Average 
or Lower Forced Outage Rate; Percent of time in forced outage; Percent of time that Bureau of 
Reclamation hydroelectric generating units are available to the interconnected Western electrical system 
during daily peak summer demand periods; Percent of priority recreation facilities that meet applicable 
accessibility standards. The Activity Based Costing/Management alignment includes but is not limited to: 
4H and 5 A (Operate and Maintain DamsAVater Storage Facilities), and 4T and 4P (Operate and Maintain 
Power Facilities). 
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Kendrick Project 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 


Program Financial Data 


Activity 

FY 2010 

FY 2011 

Water and Energy Management and Development 

$21,000 

$21,000 

Land Management and Development 

41,000 

58,000 

Fish and Wildlife Management and Development 

40,000 

40,000 

Facility Operations 

2,740,000 

3,399,000 

Facility Maintenance and Rehabilitation 

285,000 

792,000 

Enacted/Request 

$3,127,000 

$4,310,000 

Non-Federal 

78,000 

178,000 

Prior Year Funds 

0 

0 

Total Program 

$3,205,000 

$4,488,000 

Prior Year Funds/Non-Fcderal 

(78,000) 

(1 78,000) 

Total Reclamation Allotment 

$3,127,000 

$4,310,000 


IMPACTS OF RECOVERY ACT FUNDING: Funding has accelerated the Life Safety Code by 
bringing the plants info compliance with NFPA 101 . Early accomplishment of these activities provides the 
Region with an opportunity to fund other priority Facility Maintenance and Rehabilitation activities. 

WORK PROPOSED FOR FY 2011: 

Water and Energy Management and Development - Continues water conservation field services and 
negotiation and administration of water marketing activities, including administration of contracts with one 
irrigation district and two entities. $21,000 

Land Management and Development - Continues construction at recreation sites to provide facilities 
that comply with health, safety, and accessibility standards at Alcova and Seminoe Reservoirs. 

116,000 

Non-Federal - State of Wyoming and Natrona County 158.0001 

Subtotal, Land Management and Development 58,000 

Fish and Wildlife Management & Development - Continues draft NEPA document information, draft 
ESA Biological Assessment information, and to obtain draft Fish and Wildlife Coordination Act (FWCA) 
Report on review of existing Platte River Projects (both North and South Platte River) to ensure that 
Reclamation operations are not likely to jeopardize the continued existence of threatened and endangered 
species or to adversely modify or destroy critical habitat as required by the Endangered Species Act. 

40,000 

Facility Operations - Continues operation of Seminoe Dam, Reservoir and Powerplant, and Alcova Dam, 
Reservoir, and Powerplant. Continues operation to provide water service to the Casper Canal and 
Distribution System. Continues land resource management activities related to facility operations, 
including cultural resource management and surveys; hazardous waste management; land resource 
management activities related to Seminoe, Alcova, and Reclamation lands in the Casper-Alcova Irrigation 
District. Continues preparation of emergency action plans; and recreation fish and wildlife operation of 
lands and management agreements with Wyoming State Parks and Historic Sites, Natrona County, 
Wyoming Game and Fish, and Bureau of Land Management. Increase is due to higher costs associated 
with operation and maintenance of equipment and aging infrastructure. 3,419,000 
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Kendrick Project 


Non-Federal - Casper-Alcova Irrigation District ( 20.0001 

Subtotal, Facility Operations 3^399,000 


Facility Maintenance and Rehabilitation - Continues the stilling basin and tailrace concrete repair and 
the right abutment rock reinforcement at Seminoe Dam. Continues facility examinations to ensure 
structural integrity relating to safe and reliable operation of the structures and for bridge and landslide 
inspection activities to ensure public safety and compliance with Federal/State Code requirements. The 
Facility Maintenance and Rehabilitation request varies depending upon the need for replacements, 
additions, and extraordinary maintenance requirements. 892,000 

Power Items (Non-Federall - Continues Alcova water service piping rehabilitation. 

Non-Federal - Power Customers ( 1 00.0001 

Subtotal, Facility Maintenance 792.000 

Reclamation Request $4,310,000 

SEE APPENDIX FOR: Obligations by Function for Operating Projects 
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Leadville/Arkansas River Recovery Project 
LOCATION: The project is located in Lake County in Centra! Colorado. 

DESCRIPTION/JUSTIFICATION: The principal project feature is the Leadville Mine Drainage 
Tunnel Treatment Plant. Water flowing from the Leadville Mine Drainage Tunnel is treated to ensure 
proper water quality is maintained prior to discharge into the East Fork of the Arkansas River. In addition. 
Reclamation contracts with the Colorado Division of Wildlife to monitor concentrations of heavy metal 
contaminants in water, stream sediment, and aquatic life iu the Arkansas River downstream from the water 
treatment plant. 

Pueblo Reservoir has the potential for becoming a sink for any untreated heavy metals as sediments 
accumulate. Reduction of upstream contaminant loading will help to protect the project water supply and 
support fish and wildlife resources. The authorizing legislation allows Reclamation, in cooperation with 
others, to proceed with investigations of water pollution sources and impacts attributed to mining and other 
development in the Upper Arkansas River Basin, and to develop corrective action plans to implement fish 
and wildlife restoration programs, and water quality corrective action demonstration projects. 

AUTHORIZATION: P.L, 94-423, Reclamation Authorization Act of 1 976, Title VI, 

September 28, 1976, and P.L. 102-575, Reclamation Projects Authorization and Adjustment Act of 1992, 
Title VII, October 30, 1992. 

PERFORMANCE INFORMATION: This project is aligned with the Department of the Interior's 
Strategic Plan end outcome goal: Deliver Water Consistent with Applicable State and Federal Law, in an 
Environmentally Responsible and Cost-Efficient Manner. The intermediate outcome is: Operate and 
Maintain a Safe and Reliable Water Infrastructure. The performance measure is: Facilities Reliability. 
Water infrastructure are in fair to good condition as measured by the Facility Reliability Rating. The 
Activity Based Costing/Management alignment may include: 4J and 4M (Operate and Maintain Water 
Conveyance Facilities for Resource Use). 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 


Program Financial Data 


Activity 

FY2010 

FY 201 1 

Water and Energy Management and Development 

$15,000 

$0 

Fish and Wildlife Management and Development 

3,000 

0 

Facility Operations 

2,263,000 

3,885,000 

Facility Maintenance and Rehabilitation 

566,000 

2,774,000 

Enacted/Request 

$2,847,000 

$6,659,000 

Non-Federal 

0 

0 

Prior Year Funds 

187,214 

0 

Total Program 

$3,034,214 

$6,659,000 

Prior Year Funds/Non-Federal 

(187,214) 

0 

Total Reclamation Allotment 

$2,847,000 

$6,659,000 
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Leadvitle/Arkansas River Recovery Project 


IMPACTS OF RECOVERY ACT FUNDING: Funding has accelerated the purchase and installation of 
a sludge (filter) press which is capable of filtering increased amounts of heavy metal contaminated sludge 
at the Leadville Mine Drainage Tunnel, Early accomplishment of this activity provides the Region with an 
opportunity to fund other priority Facility Maintenance and Rehabilitation activities. 

WORK PROPOSED FOR FY 2011: 

Facility Operations - Continues operation of the Leadville Mine Drainage Tunnel (LMDT) Treatment 
Plant and the development or review of standing operating procedures. Continues to provide for resources 
management, cultural resources, and haaardous waste compliance related to facility operations. Increase is 
due to higher costs associated with the treatment of additional water being pumped through the treatment 
plant. A portion of the upper end of the Leadville Mine Drainage Tunnel lies beneath Operable Unit 6 
(OU6) of the California Oulch Superfund Site. The Environmental Protection Agency (EP A) is in the 
process of determining a methodology to manage the overall groundwater issue for the entire site. As an 
interim solution, EPA installed a well and a pipeline into the LMDT treatment plant in June 2008. As a 
cooperative measure. Reclamation is treating the additional water from the new well and has assumed 
associated operation and maintenance costs. $3,885,000 

Facility Maintenance and Rehabilitation - Begins rehabilitation of the water treatment plant. Continues 
facility examinations to ensure structural integrity relating to safe and reliable operation of the structures to 
ensure public safety and compliance with Federal/State Code requirements. The Facility Maintenance and 
Rehabilitation request varies dependent upon the need for replacements, additions, and extraordinary 
maintenance. 2,774.000 

Reclamation Request $6,659,000 

SEE APPENDIX FOR: Obligations by Function for Operating Projects 
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Lewis and Clark Rural Water System 

LOCATION: The Lewis and Clark Rural Water System extends throughout five counties in southeast 
South Dakota, two counties of southwest Minnesota, and four counties of northwest Iowa. 

DESCRIPTION/JUSTIFICATION; The completed project would address concerns regarding the low 
quality, contamination vulnerability, and insufficient supply of existing drinking water sources throughout 
the project area. Twenty existing water utilities have signed letters of commitment to Lewis and Clark 
Rural Water System, Inc., which would eventually serve over 300,000 people in the project area. The 
water source for the Lewis and Clark Rural Water System is the sand and gravel aquifers of the Missouri 
River near Vermillion, South Dakota. The raw water will be collected, treated, and distributed through a 
network of wells, pipelines, pump stations and storage reservoirs to bulk service connections with each of 
the 15 municipalities (including the City of Sioux Falls) and five rural water systems. The Federal cost 
share, in the form of a grant is 80 percent of the total project construction budget, except the Federal share 
for the City of Sioux Falls is 50 percent of the incremental costs to the city for participation in the project. 

AUTHORIZATION: Division B, Title IV ofP.L. 106-246, FY 2000 Supplemental Appropriations, 

July 13,2000. 

COMPLETION DATA: As of September 30, 2009, the project was approximately 40 percent complete. 
Construction activities began in 2004. Funds have been used for preconstruction activities, including 
National Environmental Policy Act and National Historic Preservation Act compliance. Value Engineering 
studies, field data collection, and preparation of plans and speeifications. There have been 60 miles of 54- 
inch, 9 miles of 36-inch, and 12 miles of 8-, 10-, 16-inch pipe completed. All of the 54-inch pipe of the 60 
mile main transmission pipeline in South Dakota has been eompleted. Eight miles of raw water pipeline 
and nine miles of treated water pipeline in Iowa have also been installed. There are six wells installed in 
the Mulberry Point Well Field along with the assoeiated well field facilities and bank stabilization. 
Construction on Phase 1 of the Water Treatment Plant was started October 2008 with an estimated 
completion date of February, 2011. Phase II of the Water Treatment Plant was awarded on May 28, 2009. 
Construction of Phase n began in July 2009, witli an anticipated completion date of October 3 1 , 201 2. 
Contracts for the Tea Reservoirs, 85'*' Street Tower, Treated Water Pipeline Segment 10 and Centerville 
and Parker Service lines were awarded in FY 2009. 

PERFORMANCE INFORMATION: This project is aligned with the Department of the Interiors 
Strategic Plan end outcome goal: Deliver Water Consistent with Applicable State and Federal Law. The 
intermediate outcome is: Complete Construction Projects to Increase Delivery Infrastructure and Water 
Availability. The performance measure is: Increased Supply: Potential acre-feet to be made available 
through completion of projects. The Activity Based Costing/Management alignment is: 4C (Construct 
Water Conveyance Facilities for Resource Use). 
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Lewis and Clark Rural ^atet' System 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 


Program Financial Data 


Activity 

FY2010 

FY 2011 

Water and Energy Management and Development 

$10,000,000 

$2,000,000 

Enacted/Request 



Non-Federal 

8,599,728 

0 

1 Prior Year Funds 


0 

Total Program 

$18,619,728 


1 Prior Year Funds/Non-Federal 

(8,619,7281 

oj 

1 Total Reclamation Allotment 

$10,000,000 



Total Cost Information 



Total Estimated 
Cost 

Total to 
09/30/09*' 

ARRA 
Funding “ 

FY2010 

FY 2011 

Balance to 
Complete 


$402,635,000 

$118,806,169 

$54,853,968 

$10,000,000 

$2,000,000 

$216,974,863 

[Non-Federal 

106,926,000 

98,326,272 

0 

8,599,728 

0 

$ 0 



$217,132,441 

$54,853,968 

$18,599,728 

$2,000,000 

$216,974,863 


1/ Total costs through 9/30/09 include ARRA costs. 

2 / Remaining ARRA funds to be expended in FY 2010. 


Cost Allocation and Methodology 


Allocation 

FY2010 

FY20U 

Municipal and Industrial 

$479,915,000 

$509,561,000 

Total 

$479,915,000 

$509,561,000 


METHODOLOGY: The methodology of the cost allocation has not been modified from last year. 


APPROPRIATION CEILING: P.L. 106-246 authorizestheappropriation of$213, 887, 700. At 
October 2010 price levels, the indexed portion of the Federal ceiling is $402,635,000 and has a total 
ceiling of $509,56 1 ,000. This authorization is adequate to cover the project as currently proposed. 

IMPACTS OF RECOVERY ACT FUNDING: Funding has accelerated the construction of the new 
Lewis and Clark Regional Water System (LCRWS) Water Treatment Plant, Phase 11. Although additional 
funding will be necessary to complete the construction, the accelerated schedule will reduce administrative 
costs and will serve more people witli a reliable source of quality drinking water earlier than anticipated. 

WORK PROPOSED FOR FY 2011: 

Water and Energy Management and Development - Construction would continue on Phase II of the 
water treatment plant, maintain administrative staff, and accomplish a limited amount of engineering for 
future projects. 2,000,000 

Non-Federal Participation - Lewis and Clark Rural Water System, Inc. [Oj 

Reclamation Request $2,000,000 


Great Plains Region - 50 


54862A 











































2290 


SEE APPENDIX FOR: 


Lewis and Clark Rural Water System 


Benefit Cost Ratios as of October 1 , 201 0 

Status of NEPA Compliance 

Status of Water Service and Repayment Contracts 
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Lower Rio Grande Water Conservation Project 

LOCATION: The Counties in the Rio Grande Regional Water Planning Area known in the state as 
Region “M” (Hildago and Cameron Counties) and the counties of El Paso and Hudspeth, Texas. 

DESCRIPTION/JUSTIFICATION: This program identifies opportunities to improve the water supply 
for selected counties along the Texas-Mexico border. The area involved has critical needs for water due to 
impacts of recent drought, increased demands and limited water supply from the Rio Grande. P.L. 1 06- 
576 authorized Reclamation to provide cost-share funding for engineering work and preparation or review 
of reports and for construction of four selected projects. P.L. 107-351 authorized construction of 1 5 
additional projects. All of the projects are identified in the State’s Water Plan. Construction costs of all 
the projects are cost-shared 50/50 by the Districts and Reclamation. 

AUTHORIZATION: Lower Rio Grande Valley Water Resources Conservation and Improvement Act of 
2000, P.L. 106-576, dated December 28, 2000. Amended by P.L.107-351, dated December 17, 2002, 
titled Lower Rio Grande Valley Water Resources Conservation and Improvement Act of 2002 to authorize 
additional projects under that Act, and for other purposes. 

PERFORMANCE INFORMATION: This project is aligned with the Department of the Interior's 
Strategic Plan end outcome goal: Deliver Water Consistent with Applicable State and Federal Law. The 
intermediate outcome is: Complete Construction Projects to Increase Delivery Infrastructure and Water 
Availability. The performance measure is: Increased Supply: Potential acre-feet to be made available 
through completion of projects. The Activity Based Costing/Management alignment is: 4C (Construct 
Water Conveyance Facilities for Resource Use). 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 


Program Financial Data 


Activity 

FY2010 

FY 2011 

Water and Energy Management and Development 

$2,000,000 

$50,000 

Enacted/Request 

$2,000,000 

$50,000 

Non-Federal 

3,500,000 

3,500,000 

Prior Year Funds 

0 

0 

Total Program 

$5,500,000 

$3,550,000 

Prior Year Funds/Non-Federal 

(3,500,000) 

(3,500,000) 

Total Reclamation Allotment 

$2,000,000 

$50,000 
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Lower Rio Grande Water Conservation Project 


Total Cost Information 




Total to 
9/30/09 

ARRA 
Funding 6/ 

FY2010 


Balance to 
Complete 

Reclamation ’ 


$16,089,340’ 

WBM 

$2,000,000 


$28,860,660 

Non-Federal 

47,000,000 

45,083,820 


3,500,000 



Total ^ 

$94,000,000 

$61,173,160 

$0 



$23,776,840" 


Construction Cost Allocation and Methodology 


Allocation 

FY2010 

FY20I1 

Irrigation 

$94,000,000 


Total 

$94,000,000 

$94,000,000 


METHODOLOGY: All costs are assigned as non-reimbursable as per the legislation. 


APPROPRIATION CEILING: P.L. I07-35I authorizestheappropriation of $55,000,000. This 
authorization is adequate to cover the project as currently proposed. 

COST-SHARING: Texas Water Development Board, the Lower Rio Grande Valley Irrigation Districts, 
Lower Rio Grande Regional Water Planning Group M 

WORK PROPOSED FOR FY 2011: 

Water and Energy Management and Development - Continues investigations, engineering work, 
review of reports and studies presented to Reclamation, coordination of all necessary NEPA compliance 
requirements, and construction verification for the 19 authorized projects. 3,550,000 

Non-Fcderal- Texas Water Development Board, Lower Rio Grande Valley 
Irrigation Districts, Lower Rio Grande Regional Water Planning Group M (3,500.000 1 

Reclamation Request $50,000 


’ P.L. 107-351 (12/27/02). Amends P.L. 106-576 by adding 15 additional projects to the original four projects authorized in the 
previous legislation, bringing the total authorized projects under this authority to 19 projects. Amendment also strikes $2 million 
and inserts $8 million for cost associated with report preparation, and strikes $10 million and inserts $47 million for total 
construction cost. 

* All non-Fedcra! contributions from FY 2010 through FY201 1 are estimates only ( FYIO @ $3,500,000; FYl 1 @ $3,500,000). 
^ Does not include oversight activities which do not apply towards the ceiling. 

^ Anticipate 50/50 cost share will be reached for non-Federal contributions In FY 2010. Reclamation will reimburse non-Federal 
sponsors as appropriations become available. The total balance to complete shown as $23,776,840 includes the Non-Federal 
credit of $5,083,820. However, the funds needed for Reclamation to complete the project is $28,860,660. 

^ Federal authorized appropriations shall not exceed $55,000,000. Federal construction costs shall not exceed $47,000,000. 

Total project costs are 50/50. 

6 Project received no ARRA funding 
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Lower Yellowstone Project 

LOCATION: This project is located in Richland and Dawson Counties in east-centrai Montana and 
McKenzie County in western North Dakota. About one-third of the project iands are in North Dakota and 
two-thirds in Montana. 

DESCRIPTION/JUSTIFICATION: The project consists of the Lower Yeliowstonc Diversion Dam, 
Thomas Point Pumping Piant, 71 miles of Main Canal, 225 miles of laterals, and 1 1 8 miles of drains. The 
purpose of the project is to furnish a dependable supply of irrigation water for 52,1 33 acres of land along 
the Yellowstone River. 

Pallid sturgeon, (a listed species) are native to the Yellowstone River. The wild population of pallid 
sturgeon in this area of the Missouri and Yellowstone Rivers is anticipated to disappear by the year 201 7 if 
natural reproduction and recruitment are not successful soon. The lower Yellowstone River is considered 
to be one of the best opportunities for pallid sturgeon recovery. 

Reclamation is conducting formal consultation under Section 7 of the Endangered Species Act with the 
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (Service) on operations of the Lower Yellowstone Project regarding effects 
to pallid sturgeon. Providing fish passage, protecting fish from entrainment into the canal, and providing 
monitoring will be reasonable and necessary steps to assist in the conservation and recovery of pallid 
sturgeon and avoid a jeopardy opinion. Reclamation is working with other Federal, State and conservation 
entities to develop and implement specific fish passage and protection measures. 

The Water Resources Development Act of 2007 has authorized the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers to use 
funds to assist Reclamation in the design and construction of the fish passage and fish screen for the 
purpose of ecosystem restoration. 

AUTHORIZATION: The Reclamation Act of 1902, June 17, 1902 (authorized by the Secretary of the 
Interior on May 10, 1904). 

PERFORMANCE INFORMATION: This project is aligned with Department of the Interior's Strategic 
Plan end outcome goal: Deliver Water Consistent with Applicable State and Federal Law. The 
intermediate outcome is: Operate and Maintain a Safe and Reliable Water Infr astructure. The 
performance measure is: Facilities Reliability - Water infrastructure is in fair to good condition as 
measured by the Facility Reliability Rating. The Activity Based Costing/Management alignments include 
but are not limited to; 4J (Operate Conveyance Facilities) and gK (Implement Environmental 
Recommendations). 
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Lower Yellowslone Project 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 


Program Financial Data 


Activity 

FY 2010 

FY2011 1 

Fish and Wildlife Management and Development 



Facility Operations 



Enacted/Request 

$519,000 


Non-Federal 

0 

0 

Prior Year Funds 

0 

0 

Total Program 

$519,000 


Prior Year Funds/Non-Federal 

0 

0 

Total Reclamation Allotment 

$519,000 

$49,000 


WORK PROPOSED FOR FY 2011; 

Fish and Wildlife Management and Development - Continues oversight tasks required for 
environmental compliance associated with the project. Operations of the existing project (without 
structural modifications) adversely affect pallid sturgeon by preventing upstream passage into historical 
spawning habitat and by entrainment of fish into the main canal. Decrease in funding is due to finishing 
the NEPA process. $34,000 

Facility Operations - Continues oversight tasks associated with operations for actions including grants, 
title transfer, witlidrawn and acquired land reviews and disposal, development of GIS data/layers, and 
issuance of permits for environmental and cultural resource compliance activities. 

15.000 

Reclamation Request $49,000 

SEE APPENDIX FOR; Obligations by Function for Operating Projects 
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McGee Creek Project 

LOCATION: This project is located in Atoka County in southeastern Oklahoma. 

DESCRIPTION/JUSTIFICATION: The project consists of McGee Creek Dam and Reservoir, water 
conveyance facilities, public recreation facilities, a wildlife management area, and a natural scenic 
recreation area. The project provides a municipal and industrial water supply of 71,800 acre-feet annually 
for Oklahoma City and surrounding communities, and 1 65,000 acre-feet of storage for flood control, 
recreation, and fish and wildlife. The McGee Creek Authority, the Oklahoma Tourism and Recreation 
Department, and the Oklahoma Department of Wildlife Conservation manage this project. 

AUTHORIZATION: P.L. 94-423, Reclamation Authorizations Act of 1976, Section 701-707, 

September 28, 1976. 

PERFORMANCE INFORMATION: This project is broadly aligned with Department of the Interior's 
Strategic Plan end outcome goals that include: Deliver Water Consistent with Applicable State and 
Federal Law, and Improve the Quality and Diversity of Recreation. The intermediate outcomes include: 
Operate and Maintain a Safe and Reliable Water Infrastructure; Effective Water Management to Optimize 
Supply; and Improve Capabilities to Provide Recreation. The performance measures include: Facilities 
Reliability - Water infrastructure is in fair to good condition as measured by the Facility Reliability Rating; 
and Percent of priority recreation facilities that meet applicable accessibility standards. The 
Activity Based Costing/Management alignments include but are not limited to: 4H and SA (Operate and 
Maintain Dams/Water Storage Facilities), 8J (Enhance Water Supply) and 5P (Operate and Maintain 
Recreation Facilities). 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 

Program Financial Data 


Fish and Wildlife Management and Development 


WORK PROPOSED FOR FY 2011: 

Water and Energy Management and Development - Continues to provide project-wide support for the 
planning and implementation of effective water conservation measures with Reclamation water districts. 

20,000 

Non-Federal - McGee Creek Authority (10.000) 
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Facility Maintenance and Rehabilitation 


Enacted/Request 


Non-Federal 


Prior Year Funds 


Total Program 

Prior Year Funds/Non-Federal 


Total Reclamation Allotment 
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McGee Creek Project 


Subtotal - Water and Energy Management and Development $10,000 

Fish and Wildlife Management and Development - Continues conservation measures and scientific 
investigations associated with the American Burying Beetle. 10,000 

Facility Operations - Continues reimbursement to the operating entities, Oklahoma Department of 
Wildlife Conservation, Oklahoma Tourism and Recreation Department, and the McGee Creek Authority 
for those joint operations costs allocated to flood control. Funding continues emergency management 
planning, reviewing and updating the project standing operating procedures, dam operator training, and 
emergency exercise program activities. Continues ongoing resource management activities related to 
facility operation, including management of the wildlife area, recreation planning and development, 
National Environmental Policy Act compliance, and administering land management and hazardous waste 
programs. Increase in funding is due to the reimbursement estimate to the operating entity, 

663,000 

Non-Federal - Oklalioma Department of Tourism and Recreation f 15.000 1 

Subtotal, Facility Operations 648,000 

Facility Maintenance and Rehabilitation - Continues facility examinations to ensure structural integrity 
relating to safe and reliable operation of the structures 12.000 

Reclamation Request $680,000 

SEE APPENDIX FOR; Obligations by Function for Operating Projects 
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Mid-Dakota Rural Water Project 

LOCATION: The Mid-Dakota Rural Water System Project (Project) area includes all, or portions of, the 
counties of Aurora, Beadle, Buffalo, Faulk, Hand, Hughes, Hyde, Jerauld, Kingsbury, Potter, Sanborn, 
Spink, and Sully in South Dakota. The project area covers approximately 7,000 square miles of the State 
of South Dakota (roughly 1 0 percent of the total land area of the state). The project area extends 
approximately 125 miles ftom its western boundary along the Missouri River to its eastern boundary of the 
Beadle County and Kingsbury County division line. The system extends flom its northern-most boundary 
of Potter County, a distance of approximately 80 miles, to its southern-most boundaiy of Sanborn County, 

Raw water delivery to Hyde Waterfowl Production Area (WPA) is the only portion of the wetland 
component that Mid-Dakota is responsible to deliver water. The Hyde WPA is located in western Hughes 
County one mile south of the Mid-Dakota Water Treatment Plant. 

DESCRIPTION/JUSTIFICATION: The Mid-Dakota Rural Water System utilizes water pumped from 
an intake located on Oahe Reservoir. The Project brings a dependable supply of good quality drinking 
water to 31,000 people and thousands ofhead of livestock. A wetland component that included 
construction of some delivery features was incorporated into the original Project by means of a 
nonreimbursable grant. The operation and maintenance of the wetland component, i.e., pumping and labor 
costs, is being funded by 100 percent Federal funds. 

AUTHORIZATION: P.L. 102-575, Title XIX, Mid-Dakota Rural Water System, October 30, 1992. 

COMPLETION DATA: Construction of the Project was completed in FY 2006. Annual appropriations 
are to be made by the Secretary to the Mid-Dakota Rural Water System, Inc., for the operation and 
maintenance of the wetland component. 

PERFORMANCE INFORMATION: This project is broadly aligned with Department of the Interior's 
Strategic Plan end outcome goal; Deliver Water Consistent with Applicable State and Federal Law. The 
intermediate outcome is: Operate and Maintain a Safe and Reliable Water Infrastructure. The 
performance measures is; Facilities Reliability - Water infrastructure is in fair to good condition as 
measured by the Facility Reliability Rating. The Activity Based Costing/Management alignment includes 
but is not limited to: 4H (Operate Dams/Water Storage Facilities). 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 


Program Financial Data 


1 Activity 

FY 2010 

FY 2011 

1 Facility Operations 

$14,000 

$15,000 

1 

Enacted/Request 


HHHB3BESS 

Non-Federal 

0 

immiinH 

1 Prior Year Funds 

0 

0 

Total Program 

$14,000 

$15,000 

1 Prior Year Funds/Non-Federal 

0 

0 

1 Total Reclamation Allotment 

$14,000 

$15,000 
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Mid-Dako t a Rural Water Project 

WORK PROPOSED FOR FY 2011: 

Facility Operations - Continues to fund operation and maintenance of the pipeline, including the energy 
and labor costs required to deliver raw water to the Hyde Waterfowl Production Area. S 15,000 

Reclamation Request $15,000 

SEE APPENDIX FOR: Obligations by Function for Operating Projects 
Status of NEPA Compliance 
Status of Water Service and Repayment Contracts 
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Milk River Project 

LOCATION: This project is located in Blaine, Glacier, Hill, Phillips, and Valley counties in north- 
central Montana. 

DESCRIPTION/JUSTIFICATION: The project consists of Lake Sherburne, Nelson and Fresno 
Storage Dams, Dodson, Vandalia, St. Mary, and Paradise diversion dams. Swift Current Creek Dike, 
Dodson Pumping Plant, and about 200 miles of canals, 220 miles of laterals, and 300 miles of drains. The 
irrigation service area includes 120,000 acres and extends approximately 165 miles along the Milk River 
from a point near Havre to a point six miles below Nashua, Montana. Reclamation operates and maintains 
Lake Sherburne and Fresno storage dams, St. Maty Diversion Dam, and the 28-mile-long St. Mary Canal. 
Water user entities operate and maintain the remainder of the dams, canals, and water distribution systems. 
Reclamation manages recreation facilities at the project reservoirs. 

AUTHORIZATION: The Reclamation Act of 1 902, June 1 7, 1 902 (conditionally approved by the 
Secretary of the Interior on March 14, 1903); The St. Mary Storage Unit was authorized by the Secretary 
on March 25, 1905; The National Industrial Recovery Act (Fresno Dam), June 1 6, 1935 (pursuant to 
P.L. 289, Advances to the Reclamation Fund, June 25, 1910, and P.L. 292, Second Deficiency 
Appropriation Act [Fact Finder's Act], December 5, 1924); and P.L. 398, Water Conservation and 
Utilization Act (Dodson Pumping Unit), August 11, 1939. 

PERFORMANCE INFORMATION: This project is aligned with Department of the Interior's Strategic 
Plan end outcome goals that include: Deliver Water Consistent with Applicable State and Federal Law, 
and Improve the Quality and Diversity of Recreation Experiences and Visitor Enjoyment on DOI Lands. 
The intermediate outcomes include: Operate and Maintain a Safe and Reliable Water Infrastructure; 
Effective Water Management to Optimize Supply; and Improve Capacities to Provide Access for 
Recreation. The performance measures include; Water infrastructure is in fair to good condition as 
measured by the Facility Reliability Rating. The Activity Based Costing/Management alignments include 
but are not limited to: 22 (Plan for Water and Related Use), 4H and 5A (Operate and Maintain 
DamsAVater Storage Facilities), 4J and 4M (Operate and Maintain Water Conveyance Facilities), 5P and 
5R (Construct/Operate/Evaluate Recreation Facilities), 8K (Implement Environmental Recommendations), 
9C (Oversee/Administer Water Service Contracts), and N5 (Conduct Water Resource Development 
Studies). 
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Milk River Project 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 




Activity 

FY2010 

FY 2011 

Water and Energy Management and Development 

$191,000 

$220,000 

Fish and Wildlife Management and Development 


107,000 

Facility Operations 


1,139,000 

Facility Maintenance and Rehabilitation 


1,317,000 

Enacted/Request 

$1,725,000 

$2,783,000 

Non-Federal 

857,000 

976,000 

Prior Year Funds 

0 

0 

Total Program 

$2,582,000 

$3,759,000 

Prior Year Funds/Non-Federal 

(857,000) 

(976,000) 

Total Reclamation Allotment 




WORK PROPOSED FOR FY 2011; 

Water and Energy Management and Development - Continues coordination with Blackfeet Tribe to 
determine how the project can be managed and maintained in a manner that would be more compatible 
with tribal resource management goals and objectives. Continues water rights adjudication, water quality 
monitoring, issuance and administration of water service contracts, and efficiency incentives for 
demonstration and implementation of effective water management measures. $220,000 

Fish and Wildlife Management and Development - Continues oversight tasks required by Section 7 of 
the Endangered Species Act to complete informal consultation on project operation effects on threatened 
and endangered species. This includes studies to address bull trout issues on the St. Mary associated 
facilities and fish passage and entrainment along the Milk River. 107,000 

Facility Operations - Continues operation of Lake Sherburne Dam, Fresno Dam, St. Mary Diversion 
Dam, and St. Mary Canal, which includes reservoir operations and emergency management, 
instrumentation and standing operating procedures, public safety activities, and minimal operation for 
Fresno and Nelson recreation areas. Reclamation’s share includes the administration of the International 
Treaty with Canada, developing a comprehensive inventory of as-built drawings, and nonreimbursable 
program activities including recreation and Fresno Dam and Reservoir flood control. Continues land 
resource management activities associated with facility operations, such as land acquisition, cabin lease 
administration, cultural resources, weed management, and hazardous waste management. 

1,658,000 

Non-Federal Participation - 8 Irrigation Districts and 205 pump contracts (519.000') 

Subtotal, Facility Operations 1,139,000 

Facility Maintenance and Rehabilitation - Begins work on Fresno government camp office building 
rehabilitation/replacement. Begins work on replacing the Kennedy Creek wasteway gates, and work on 
concrete repairs to St. Mary’s storage unit Drop 1 structure. Continues work on Lake Sherburne low-flow 
bypass, and work on diversion dam and canal headworks which includes concrete repairs and replacing 
gate stems. Continues work for Fresno road rehabilitation design that will provide two-way traffic and 
improve visibility. Continues facility examinations to ensure structural integi’ity relating to safe and 


Great Plains Region - 61 


54862A 














2301 


MUk River Project 

reliable operation of the structures. The Facility Maintenance and Rehabilitation request varies dependent 
upon the need for replacements, additions, and extraordinary maintenance requirements, 

1,774,000 

Non-Federal Participation - Irrigation Districts 1457.0001 

Subtotal, Facility Maintenance and Rehabilitation 1.317.000 

Reclamation Request S2, 783, 000 

SEE APPENDIX FOR: Obligations by Function for Operating Projects 
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Mirage Flats Project 

LOCATION: This project is located in Dawes and Sheridan County in northwestern Nebraska on the 
Niobrara River. 

DESCRIPTION/JUSTIFICATION: The Mirage Flats Project facilities operated by the Mirage Flats 
Irrigation District include the Box Butte Dam and Reservoir, Dunlap Diversion Dam, Mirage Flats Canal, 
distr ibution system and drainage systems. The water supply for the project comes from the Niobrara River 
and is stored in Box Butte Reservoir. Irrigation water is released from the reservoir into the Niobrara River 
and 8 miles downstream it is diverted at the Dunlap Diversion Dam into the Mirage Flats Canal for 
distribution to the project lands. The distribution system cxrnsists of 1 4.4 miles of canal and four main 
laterals totaling approximately 47.2 miles in length. Three drains, totaling 14 miles in length, carry 
floodwater and farm wastewater from the project lands. The project serves 1 1,662 acres of irrigable lands 
in Sheridan County. 

AUTHORIZATION: P. L. 76-68, Interior Department Appropriation Act, 1940, May 10, 1939; P.L. 76- 
398, Water Conservation and Utilization Act, August 1 1, 1939. 

PERFORMANCE INFORMATION: This project is aligned with Department of the Interior's Strategic 
Plan end outcome goal: Deliver Water Consistent with Applicable State and Federal Law. The 
intermediate outcomes include; Operate and Maintain a Safe and Reliable Water Infrastructure; and 
Effective Water Management to Optimize Supply. The performance measures include: Water 
infrastructure is in fair to good condition as measured by the Facility Reliability Rating. The Activity 
Based Costing/Management alignments include but are not limited to: 4H and 5A (Operate and Maintain 
Dams/Water Storage Facilities) and 8J (Enhance Water Supply). 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 


Program Financial Data 


Activity 

FY 2010 


Water and Energy Management and Development 

$15,000 


Facility Operations 

94,000 


Facility Maintenance and Rehabilitation 

21,000 


Enacted/Request 



Non-Federal 

0 

0 

Prior Year Funds 

0 

0 

Total Program 

$130,000 

$144,000 

Prior Year Funds/Non-Federal 

0 

0 

Total Reclamation Allotment 

$130,000 

$144,000 


WORK PROPOSED FOR FY 2011: 

Water and Energy Management and Development - Continues activities at Box Butte Reservoir to 
provide incentives for initiation and implementation of innovative conservation measures and 
demonstration projects identified in conservation plans, or those measures promoting effective water 
management and conservation. Provides for the administration and compliance of repayment contracts 
with Mirage Flats Irrigation District. $13,000 
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Mirag e Flats Project 

Facility Operations - Continues administration of land management program, cultural resource program, 
public safety program, and hazardous waste program related to facility operations. Continues the 
emergency management program to notify downstream residents of potential hazards associated with 
unusual flooding events. Increase is due to higher costs associated with operation and maintenance of 
equipment and aging infrastruchire. 115,000 

Facility Maintenance and Rehabilitation - Continues facility examinations to ensure structural integrity 
relating to safety and reliable operation of the structures, and for inspection of bridges to ensure public 
safety and meeting Federal/State Code requirements. The Facility Maintenance and Rehabilitation request 
varies dependent upon the need for replacements, additions and extraordinary maintenance requirements. 

16.000 

Reclamation Request S144,000 

SEE APPENDIX FOR; Obligations by Function for Operating Projects 
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Mni Wiconi Project 

LOCATION: The project is located in the counties of Stanley, Haakon, Lyman, Jones, Jackson, Mellette, 
Pennington, Todd, Bennett, and Shannon in South Dakota. 

DESCRIPTION/JUSTIFICATION: The project will treat a combination of groundwater and Missouri 
River water from Lake Sharpe below Oahe Dam and deliver potable water via pipelines throughout the 
project area. The Indian Self-Determination Act (P.L. 93-638) applies to planning, design, construction, 
and operation. The project will consist of new systems to be constructed, 40 existing Mni Wiconi 
community systems, and facilities to serve approximately 5,000 rural residences. At full-build-out, the 
project will serve approximately 55,000 people. Responsibilities of the Secretary under the Act include the 
operation and maintenance of existing water systems and appurtenant facilities on the Pine Ridge, 

Rosebud, and Lower Brule Indian Reservations. 

AUTHORIZATION; P.L, 93-638 Indian Self Determination Act, January 4, 1975, as amended; 

P.L. 100-516, Mni Wiconi Act of 1988 (Sections 1-12), October 24, 1988; P.L. 102-575, 

Reclamation Projects Authorization and Adjustment Act of 1992, Title X, October 30, 1992; P.L. 

103-434, Yavapi-Prescott Indian Tribe Water Rights Settlement Act of 1994, October 31, 1994; 

PL 1 03-367, Reauthorizes the Mni Wiconi Rural Water Supply Project, December 1 9, 2002; and 
P.L. 1 10-161, Consolidated Appropriations Act, 2008. 

COMPLETION DATA: As of September 30, 2009, the project was approximately 84 percent complete. 
The South Core is complete; the North Core is about 75 percent complete; Lower Brule’s distribution 
system is complete; West River/Lyman-Jones’ distribution system is approximately 97 percent complete; 
Rosebud’s distribution system is approximately 65 percent complete; and Oglala’s distribution system is 
approximately 57 percent complete. Approximately 38,750 people out of a design population of 52,000 
are being served. 

PERFORMANCE INFORMATION: This project is broadly aligned with the Department of the 
Interior's Strategic Plan end outcome goal: Deliver Water Consistent with Applicable State and Federal 
Law, The intermediate outcomes include; Operate and Maintain a Safe and Reliable Water Infrastructure; 
and Complete Construction Projects to Increase Delivery Infrastructure and Water Availability, Tlie 
performance measure is; Facilities Reliability: Water infrastructure is in fair to good condition as 
measured by the Facility Reliability Rating. The Activity Based Costing/Management alignment is: 4C 
and 4J - Construct Water Conveyance Facilities and Operate Conveyance Facilities. 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 


Program Financial Data 


Activity 

FY 2010 

FY2011 1 

Water and Energy Management and Development 

$22,000,000 

$17,280,000 

Facility Operations 

10,200,000 

10,200,000 1 

Enacted/Request 

$32,200,000 

$27,480,000 1 

Non-Federal 

0 

0 

Prior Year Funds 

410,000 

0 

Total Piogram 

$32,610,000 

$27,480,000 

Prior Year Funds/Non Federal 

(410,000) 

0 

Total Reclamation Allotment 

$32,200,000 

$27,480,000 
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Mni Wiconi Project 


Total Cost Information 



Total Estimated 
Cost 

Total to 

09/30/09 

ARRA 

Funding 


FY 2011 

Balance to 
Complete 

Reclamation 



mmm 


$17,280,000 



17,456,000 

17,456,000 

mmm 

mniiiiii^Q 

0 

mmm 


4,480,000 


0 

0 

0 

0 

1 Total 

$488,731,000 

$403,170,336 

$0 

$22,000,000 

$17,280,000 

$46,280,664 


Cost Allocation and Methodology 


Allocation 

FY2010 

FY 2011 

Municipal and Industrial 

$475,376,000 

$484,251,000 

Total 

$475,376,000 

$484,251,000 


METHODOLOGY : The methodology of the cost allocation has not been modified from last year. All 
joint costs are assigned as non-reimbursable under Section 3(d) of the Act. 


APPROPRIATION CEILING: At October 2010 price levels; the indexed portion of the ceiling is 
$484,251,000. This authorization is adequate to cover the project as currently proposed. 

IMPACTS OF RECOVERY ACT FUNDING: Funding has accelerated the rehabilitation of Bureau of 
Indian Affairs/Bureau of Indian Education school water systems. These systems will be brought up to 
operational condition and connect to the Mni Wiconi Project. Early accomplishment of this activity will 
improve the reliability of these school distribution systems and provide quality drinking water to these 
schools earlier than anticipated. 

WORK PROPOSED FOR FY 2011: 

Water and Energy Management and Development - Construction will continue on the Oglala Sioux 
Tribe, Rosebud Sioux Tribe, and West River/Lyman Jones distribution systems. $17,280,000 

Facility Operations - Continues the cooperative agreements with the Indian sponsors of the Mni Wiconi 
Project for the operation, maintenance and replacement (OM&R) of the new and existing systems. Indian 
OM&R continues to increase every year as Indian water systems come on line and enter OM&R status. 

10.200.000 

Reclamation Request $27,480,000 


' The cost-sharing requirement for the West River/Lyman- Jones Rural Water (WR/L-J) System is 20 percent of the costs 
allocated as specified in Sec. 4(aJ(3) of the Act, as amended. Section 3(d) specifies that all joint costs associated with common 
features of the five systems be allocated to the Oglala Sioux Rural Water Supply System, which is non-rcimbursable. 

^ Power assigned costs of $4,480,000 for the Pollock-Herreid Unit, Pick-Sloan Missouri Basin Program, a unit that has been 
deauthorized for appropriations. 

^ The sponsors completed an updated master plan in 1998 (project cost estimate) for the project, Based on that estimate and 
Reclamation’s review, it was determined that the cost ceiling needed to be incieased to complete the project as authorized. The 
Act was amended by P.L. 107-367 to increase the projcciceilingby approximately $58 million and extend the sunset date from 
2003 to 2008. The Act was further amended by P.L. 1 10-161, Title H, Section 209 Consolidated Appropriations Act, 2008 to 
extend the sunset date to 2013. 

ARRA funding received for Mni Wiconi is not for construction. ARRA funds of $20 million for Mni Wiconi are being used for 
upgrading a school water system so it is ready for the completion of the rural water system. 
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Mountain Park Project 

LOCATION: This project is located in Kiowa County in southwestern Oklahoma. 

DESCRIPTIONyjUSTIFICATION: The principal features of the Mountain Park Project are 
Mountain Park Dam, on West Otter Creek in Kiowa County located 6 miles west of Snyder, Oklahoma, 2 
pumping plants, 40 miles of aqueduct system, a chlorination station, and other appurtenant facilities. 

AUTHORIZATION: P.L. 90-503, Mountain Park Project, September 21. 1968; amended by 
P.L. 93-493, Reclamation Development Act of 1974, October 27, 1974; P.L. 102-575, Title XXXI, 
Mountain Park Conservancy District, Oklahoma Act, October 20, 1992; P.L. 1 03-434, Title IV, Mountain 
Park Project Act, October 31, 1994. 

PERFORMANCE INFORMATION; This project is broadly aligned with Department of the Interior’s 
Strategic Plan end outcome goals that include: Deliver Water Consistent with Applicable State and 
Federal Law, and Improve the Quality and Diversity of Recreation. The intermediate outcomes include: 
Operate and Maintain a Safe and Reliable Water Infrastructure; Effective Water Management to Optimize 
Supply; and Improve Capabilities to Provide Recreation. The performance measures include: Facilities 
Reliability - Water infrastructure is in fair to good condition as measured by the Facility Reliability Rating; 
and Percent of priority recreation facilities that meet applicable accessibility standards. The 
Activity Based Costing/Management alignments include but are not limited to: 4H and 5A (Operate and 
Maintain Dams/ Water Storage Facilities), 8J (Enhance Water Supply) and 5P (Operate and Maintain 
Recreation Facilities). 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 


Program Financial Data 


Activity 

FY 2010 

FY 2011 

Water and Energy Management and Development 

$5,000 

$7,000 

Facility Operations 

489,000 

435,000 

Facility Maintenance and Rehabilitation 

10,000 

37,000 

Enacted/Request 



Non-Federal 

35,000 

wammmm 

Prior Year Funds 

0 


Total Program 



Prior Year Funds/Non-Federal 


(31,000) 

Total Reclamation Allotment 

$504,000 

$479,000 


WORK PROPOSED FOR FY 2011: 

Water and Energy Management and Development - Provides project-wide support for the planning and 
implementation of effective water conservation measures with Reclamation water districts 

14,000 

Non-Federal - Mountain Park Master Conservancy District f7.000'l 

Subtotal, Water and Energy Management and Development S7,000 
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Mountoin Park Project 

Facility Operations - Continues reimbursement to the operating entity. Mountain Park Master 
Conservancy District, for joint operations costs allocated to recreation, fish and wildlife and flood control. 
Continues emergency management planning, reviewing and updating the project standing operating 
procedures, dam operator training, and emergency exercise program activities. Continues ongoing 
resource management activities related to facility operation, including recreation planning and 
development, National Environmental Policy Act compliance, and administering land management and 
hazardous waste programs. 459,000 

Non-Federal - Oklahoma Department of Tourism and Recreation (24.000') 

Subtotal, Facility Operations 435,000 

Facility Maintenance and Rehabilitation - Continues facility examinations to ensure .structural integrity 
relating to safe and reliable operation of the structures. Increase in funding is due to the underwater exam 
for the plunge pool. 37.000 

Reclamation Request 5479,000 

SEE APPENDIX FOR: Obligations by Function for Operating Projects 
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Norman Project 

LOCATION: This project is located in Cleveland and Oklahoma Counties in central Oklahoma. 

DESCRIPTION/JUSTIFICATION: The principal features of the project are Norman Dam on Little 
River located about 13 miles east of Norman, two pumping plants, and two pipelines which serve the 
communities in the project. The Central Oklahoma Master Conservancy District and the Oklahoma 
Tourism and Recreation Department manage this project. 

AUTHORIZATION: P.L. 86-529, Norman Project, June 27, 1960. 

PERFORMANCE INFORMATION: This project is broadly aligned with Department of the Interior's 
Strategic Plan end outcome goals that include: Deliver Water Consistent with Applicable State and 
Federal Law, and Improve the Quality and Diversity of Recreation. The intermediate outcomes include: 
Operate and Maintain a Safe and Reliable Water Infrastructure; Effective Water Management to Optimize 
Supply; and Improve Capabilities to Provide Recreation. The performance measures include: Facilities 
Reliability - Water infrastructure is in fair to good condition as measured by the Facility Reliability Rating; 
and Percent of priority recreation facilities that meet applicable accessibility standards. The Activity Based 
Costing/Management alignments include but are not limited to: 4H and 5A (Operate and Maintain 
Dams/Water Storage Facilities), 8J (Enhance Water Supply) and SP (Operate and Maintain Recreation 
Facilities). 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 


Program Financial Data 


Activity 

FY 2010 

FY 201 1 

Water and Energy Management and Development 

$22,000 

$9,000 

Facility Operations 

426,000 


Facility Maintenance and Rehabilitation 

10,000 

12,000 

Enacted/Request 

$458,000 

$476,000 

Non-Federal 

69,000 

69,000 

Prior Year Funds 

0 

0 

Total Program 

$527,000 

$545,000 

Prior Year Funds/Non-Federal 



Total Reclamation Allotment 

$458,000 

$476,000 


WORK PROPOSED FOR FY 2011: 

Water and Energy Management and Development - Continues water quality monitoring on 
Reclamation’s reservoirs in the State of Oklahoma. This monitoring will provide data and interpretation of 
the long-term health of Lake Thunderbird related to water quality for drinking, irrigation, reereation, and 
fish and wildlife habitat purposes. Continues to provide project-wide support for tlie planning and 
implementation of effective water conservation measures with Reclamation water districts. Decrease in 
funding is due to reprioritizing water quality monitoring activities within the State of Oklahoma. 

1 8,000 

Non-Federal - Central Oklahoma Master Conservancy District, 

Oklahoma Water Resources Board (9.000) 
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Norman Project 


Subtotal, Water and Energy Management and Development $9,000 

Facility Operations - Continues reimbursement to the operating entity, the Central Oklahoma Master 
Conservancy District, for actual costs incurred by the District to repair the Del City Pipeline. Continues 
emergency management planning, reviewing and updating the project standing operating procedures, dam 
operator training, and emergency exercise program activities. Continues ongoing resource management 
activities related to facility operation, including recreation planning and development. National 
Environmental Policy Act compliance, public safety and universal accessibility compliance, and 
administering land management and hazardous waste programs. Increase in funding is due to the 


reimbursement estimate to the operating entity. 5 1 5,000 

Non-Federal - Oklahoma Department of Tourism and Recreation fbO.QOO'l 

Subtotal, Facility Operations 455,000 

Facility Maintenance and Rehabilitation - Continues facility examinations to ensure structural integrity 
relating to safe and reliable operation of the structures. 12.000 

Reclamation Request $476,000 

SEE APPENDIX FOR: Obligations by Function for Operating Projects 
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North Platte Project 

LOCATION: This project is located in Morrill, Sioux, and Scotts Bluff Counties in western Nebraska, 
and in Carbon, Goshen, Natrona, and Platte Counties in southeastern Wyoming. 

DESCRIPTION/JUSTIFICATION; The North Platte Project service area extends 1 1 1 miles along the 
North Platte River Valley from near Guernsey, Wyoming, to below Bridgeport, Nebraska. The project 
provides a full water supply for irrigation of approximately 226,000 acres that are divided into four 
irrigation districts. A supplemental supply is furnished to nine user associations serving a combined area 
of about 109,000 acres. Electric power is supplied to the project area. 

Project features are the Pathfinder Dam and Reservoir, Guernsey Dam, Reservoir, and Powerplant, The 
water users operate and maintain Whalen Diversion Dam, Lake Alice, Lake Minatare, and two other 
regulating reservoirs; and over 2,000 miles of canals, laterals, and four drain diversion dams. The 
regulating reservoirs are a portion of the North Platte National Wildlife Refuge. 

Pathfinder Dam and Reservoir are located on the North Platte River about 47 miles southwest of Casper, 
Wyoming. It has a current storage capacity of 1,016,000 acre-feet, holds much of the North Platte Project 
water, and is a National Historic Site. Portions of Pathfinder Reservoir, Minatare, Winters Creek, and 
Lake Alice are also included in National Wildlife Refuges. 

Reclamation manages the land and recreation on Pathfinder and Guernsey Reservoirs, Whalen Diversion 
Dam, Lake Alice, Winter Creek, and Lake Minatare. 

Guernsey Dam, Reservoir, and Powerplant are located two miles upstream of Guernsey, Wyoming, with a 
current storage capacity of 45,61 2 acre-feet. This is a National Historic District. Water released from 
Pathfinder Reservoir is stored and released to fit varying downstream irrigation demands. 

Whalen Diversion Dam is located eight miles below Guernsey Dam and diverts water to the Fort Laramie 
and Interstate Canals. The Fort Laramie Canal has an initial capacity of 1,500 cubic feet per second and 
winds its way for 130 miles to an area south of Gering, Nebraska. The Interstate Canal and Reservoir 
System has an initial capacity of 2,200 cubic feet per second and winds its way for 95 miles to Lake Alice 
and Lake Minatare northeast of Scottsbluff, Nebraska. From Lake Alice the High-Line Canal extends for 
37 miles, and from Lake Minatare the Low-Line Canal extends for 44 miles. The Northport Canal is 28 
miles long and has a diversion capacity of 250 cubic feet per second. The Project includes 54,000 acres of 
Reclamation lands which are managed by Reclamation and management agencies for recreation and land 
uses. 

AUTHORIZATION: The Reclamation Act of 1902, June 1 7, 1 902 (Sweetwater Project, authorized by 
the Secretary of the Interior on March 14, 1903); Guernsey Dam and Powerplant, approved by the 
President, April 30, 1925; and Americans with Disabilities Act of 1990, July 26"', 1990, (Pub. L. 101- 
336). 

PERFORMANCE INFORMATION: This project is broadly aligned with Department of the Interior's 
Strategic Plan end outcome goals that include; Deliver Water Consistent with Applicable State and 
Federal Law; Manage or Influence Resource Use to Enhance Public Benefit, Responsible Development, 
and Economic Value - Hydropower; Improve the Quality and Diversity of Recreation Experiences and 
Visitor Enjoyment on DOI Lands. The intermediate outcomes include: Operate and Maintain a Safe and 
Reliable Water Infrastructure and Power Facilities; Effective Water Management to Optimize Supply; and 
Improve Capabilities to Provide Access for Recreation. The performance measures include: Facilities 
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North Platie Project 

Reliability - Water infrastructure is in fair to good condition as measured by the Facility Reliability Rating; 
Facilities Reliability - Hydropower facilities are in fair to good condition as measured by the Facilities 
Reliability Rating; Provide for Access: Number of megawatts of hydropower delivered annually; 
Responsible Development: Achieve the Industry Average or Lower Forced Outage Rate; Percent of time in 
forced outage; Percent of time that Bureau of Reclamation hydroelectric generating units are available to 
the interconnected Western electrical system during daily peak summer demand periods; Percent of 
priority recreation facilities that meet applicable accessibility standards. The Activity Based 
Costing/Management alignments include but are not limited to; 4H and 5A (Operate and Maintain 
Dams/Water Storage Facilities), 4T and 4P (Operate and Maintain Power Facilities), 8J (Enhance Water 
Supply), 5R (Construct Recreation Facilities), 9C (Oversee/ Administer Water Service Contracts), and G7 
(Assess Resource Use Impacts). 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 


Program Financial Data 


Activity 

FY 2010 

FY 201 1 

Water and Energy Management and Development 


$178,000 

Land Management and Development 

10,000 

10,000 

1 Fish and Wildlife Management and Development 


78,000 

Facility Operations 


mmmm 

1 Facility Maintenance and Rehabilitation 


224,000 

Enacted/Request 

$1,549,000 

$1,835,000 

Non-Federal 

546,000 

643,000 

1 Prior Year Funds 

0 

0 

Total Program 

$2,095,000 

$2,478,000 

1 Prior Year Funds/Non-Federal 

■HBSSI 


1 Total Reclamation Allotment 

$1,549,000 

$1,835,000 1 


IMPACTS OF RECOVERY ACT FUNDING: Funding has accelerated the Life Safety Code by 
bringing the plant into compliance with NFPA 101. This will reduce the potential for loss of life or injury 
from fire and similar emergencies at the project. Early accomplishment of this activity provides the Region 
with an opportunity to fund other priority Facility Maintenance and Rehabilitation activities. 

WORK PROPOSED FOR FY 2011: 

Wafer and Energy Management and Development - Continues negotiation and administration of water 
marketing activities which provides for administration of contracts with 13 irrigation districts. Continues 
water conservation field services for demonstration and implementation of effective water management 
measures. 272,000 

Non-Federal - Farmers, Pathfinder and Gering-Ft Laramie Irrigation Districts (94.0001 

Subtotal, Water and Energy Management and Development $178,000 

Land Management and Development - Continues construction of recreation facilities to provide 
facilities that comply with health, safety, and accessibility standards at Guernsey Reservoir. 

20,000 
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North Platte Project 

Non-Federal - State of Wyoming f lO.OOO'l 

Subtotal, Land Management and Development 10,000 

Fish and Wildlife Management and Development - Continues draft report, draft NEPA document 
information, draft ESA Biological Assessment information and draft Fish and Wildlife Coordination Act 
(FWCA) Report on review of existing Platte River Projects (both North and South Platte River) to ensure 
that Reclamation operations are not likely to jeopardize the continued existence of threatened and 
endangered species or to adversely modify or destroy critical habitat as required by the Endangered Species 
Act. 78,000 


Facility Operations - Continues operation of Pathfinder Dam, Guernsey Dam and Powerplant, the 
carriage and drainage system, and hydrologic monitoring reporting and preparation of emergency action 
plans. Land resource management activities related to facility operations will continue, including cultural 
resource management and historical resources associated with Pathfinder National Historic Site, Guernsey 
National Historic Landmark and District; hazardous materials and waste management related to reservoirs 
and easement lands; and recreation fish and wildlife management agreements with Wyoming State Parks 
and Historic Sites, US Fish and Wildlife Service Refuges, and Nebraska Game and Parks. Increase is due 
to higher costs associated with operation and maintenance of equipment and aging infrastructure. 

1,831,000 

Non-Federal - Farmer’s Irrigation District, Pathfinder 
Irrigation District, and others f486.000'l 

Subtotal, Facility Operations 1,345,000 

Facility Maintenance and Rehabilitation - Begins the Guernsey Dam roller mount intake gate coating 
and North Spillway Gate refurbishment. Continues facility examinations to ensure structural integrity 
relating to safe and reliable operation of the structures. The Facility Maintenance and Rehabilitation 
request varies dependent upon the need for replacements, additions, and extraordinary maintenance 
requirements. 277,000 

Power Items rNon-Federall - Begins Guernsey Generator step-up transformer and bus replacement. 

Non-Federal - Power Customers 1 53.0001 

Subtotal, Facility Maintenance and Rehabilitation 224.000 


Reclamation Request Sl,835,000 

SEE APPENDIX FOR: Obligations by Function for Operating Projects 


Great Plains Region - 7S 


54862A 



2313 


Nueces River Project 

LOCATION: This project is located in the Counties of Live Oak and McMullen in south-central Texas. 

DESCRIPTION/JUSTIFICATION: Choke Canyon Dam and Reservoir are the principal features of the 
project and are operated in conjunction with Lake Corpus Christi. The Texas Parks and Wildlife 
Department manages the recreations facilities at the reservoir. The City of Corpus Christi provides 
operation and maintenance responsibilities for the dam and reservoir and makes all deliveries from the 
system for authorized purposes. 

AUTHORIZATION: P.L. 93-493, Reclamation Development Act of 1974, Title X, October 27, 1974. 

PERFORMANCE INFORMATION: This project is broadly aligned with Department of the Interior's 
Strategic Plan end outcome goals that include: Deliver Water Consistent with Applicable State and 
Federal Law, and Improve the Quality and Diversity of Recreation. The intermediate outcomes include; 
Operate and Maintain a Safe and Reliable Water Infrashucture; Effective Water Management to Optimize 
Supply; and Improve Capabilities to Provide Recreation. The performance measures include; Facilities 
Reliability - Water infrastructure is in fair to good condition as measured by the Facility Reliability Rating; 
and Percent of priority recreation facilities that meet applicable accessibility standards. The 
Activity Based Costing/Management alignments include but are not limited to: 4H and 5A (Operate and 
Maintain DamsAVater Storage Facilities), 8J (Enhance Water Supply), and 5P (Operate and Maintain 
Recreation Facilities). 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 


Program Financial Data 


Activity 

FY 2010 

FY2011 

Water and Energy Management and Development 

$6,000 

$10,000 

Fish and Wildlife Management and Development 

10,000 

10,000 

Facility Operations 

693,000 

511,000 

Facility Maintenance and Rehabilitation 

2,000 

32,000 

Enacted/Request 

$711,000 

$563,000 

Non-Federal 

33,000 

37,000 

Prior Year Funds 

0 

0 

Total Program 

$744,000 

$600,000 

Prior Year Funds/Non-Federal 

(33,000) 

(37,000) 

Total Reclamation Allotment 

$711,000 

$563,000 
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Nueces River Project 

WORK PROPOSED FOR FY 2011: 

Water and Energy Management and Development - Continues to provide project-wide support for the 
planning and implementation of effective water conservation measures with Reclamation water districts. 
Increase in funding is due to reprioritizing water conservation activities within the State of Texas. 

20,000 

Non-Federal - City of Corpus Christi (10,0001 

Subtotal, Water and Energy Management and Development $10,000 

Fish and Wildlife Management and Development - Continues conservation measures and investigations 
associated with the Ocelot and Jaguarundi near Choke Canyon Reservoir. 10,000 

Facility Operations - Continues reimbursement to the operating entity, the City of Corpus Christi, and 
Nueces River Authority, for joint operations costs allocated to recreation and fish and wildlife. Continues 
emergency management planning, reviewing and updating the project standing operating procedures, dam 
operator training, and emergency exercise program activities. Continues resource management activities 
related to facility operations, including recreation planning and development, National Environmental 
Policy Act compliance, and administering land management and hazardous waste programs. Continues 
cultural resources site protection activities for resources associated with Choke Canyon Dam and 
Reservoir. Increase in funding is due to the reimbursement reque.st to the operating entity. 

538,000 

Non-Federal -Te.xas Parks and Wildlife (27.000 1 

Subtotal, Facility Operations 511,000 

Facility Maintenance and Rehabilitation - Continues facility examinations to ensure structural integrity 
relating to safe and reliable operation of the structures. Increase in funding is due to exams of the outlet 
works stilling basin and the toe drain system. 32,000 

Reclamation Request $563,000 

SEE APPENDIX FOR: Obligations by Function for Operating Projects 
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Oklahoma Investigations Program 

LOCATION: The program includes the entire State of Oklahoma. Reclamation projects within the 
program boundaries are; Arbuckle Project, McGee Creek Project, Mountain Park Project, Norman Project, 
W.C. Austin Project, and Washita Basin Project. 

DESCRIPTION/JUSTIFICATION: Tlie objective of this ongoing program is to provide the framework 
for Reclamation to participate with other entities or to conduct independent analysis to carry out a defined 
resource management investigations program in Oklahoma. Tlie program goal is to better manage 
available water resources and the environment to meet contemporary water needs in the program area. 
Reclamation will provide valuable expertise, especially in the areas of water development, management, 
and conservation. Reclamation works in partnership with the State to provide support of their priorities 
and interests which include: improving the water quality within streams, rivers and larger water bodies; 
assessing the total maximum daily load within various watersheds throughout the state; and investigating 
the current and future water needs of specific areas and identifying potential solutions to meet those needs. 
These investigations develop valuable information for the State, municipalities, water, and irrigation 
districts, local planning groups and environmental advocacy groups to identify, analyze, and evaluate 
solutions to water and related resources problems. 

Water related issues confronting resource managers in Oklahoma include: ensuring a sustainable water 
supply for its residents; a continued supply for agricultural needs; assuring Native American water supply 
interests are satisfied; protecting endangered species; ensuring reliability of storage and conveyance 
systems; and a multitude of water quality issues. 

AUTHORIZATION: Reclamation Act of June 17, 1902. 

PERFORMANCE INFORMATION: This project is broadly aligned with Department of the Interior's 
Strategic Plan end outcome goal; Deliver Water Consistent with Applicable State and Federal Law. The 
intermediate outcome is: Effective Water Management to Optimize Supply. The performance measure is; 
Water infrastructure is in fair to good condition as measured by the Facility Reliability Rating. The 
Activity Based Costing/Management alignment includes but is not limited to; 22 (Plan for Water and 
Related Resource Use). 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 


Program Financial Data 


Activity 

FY 2010 

FY2011 1 

Water and Energy Management and Development 

$142,000 

$47,000 1 

Enacted/Request 

$142,000 

$47,000 

Non-Federal 

142,000 

47,000 1 

Prior Year Funds 

0 

0 

Total Program 

$284,000 

$94,000 

Prior Year Funds/Non Federal 

(142,000) 

(47,000) 

Total Reclamation Allotment 

$142,000 

$47,000 
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Oklahoma Invesligalions Program 

COST-SHARING: State of Oklahoma Water Resource Board. 

WORK PROPOSED FOR FY 2011: 

Water and Energy Management and Development - 

South Central Regional Assessment Snecial Study - Continues an investigation of the potential for 
regional water systems and management options to meet the projected demand in McClain, Cleveland, 
Pottawatomie, Grady, Canadian, Oklahoma and Lincoln Counties, Okialioma, which include the 
Oklahoma City metropolitan area and surrounding communities, 

(FY 2009 -FY 2012) 10,000 

Non-Federal - Oklahoma Water Resources Board (5,000) 

Total, South Central Regional Assessment Study $5,000 

Comprehensive Water Plan Special Study - Continues preparation for the Oklahoma Comprehensive Water 
Plan (Plan), a long-range strategy to manage, develop, and protect State surface and groundwater resources 
mandated by the State government. Under current State planning authorities, OWRB is responsible for 
developing and maintaining the Plan and updating it each decade. The plan contains detailed inventories 
and projected requirements of State municipal, industrial, agricultural and power water supplies. 
Reclamation administers seven reservoirs and aqueducts in Oklahoma, several of which are critical to 
meeting the demands in the central and western portions of the State. 


(FY2010-FY2012) 84,000 

Non-Federal - Oklahoma Water Resources Board (42.000) 

Total, Comprehensive Water Plan Special Study 42,000 

Subtotal, Water and Energy Management and Development $47,000 

Reclamation Request $47,000 
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Perkins County Rural Water System 

LOCATION: The Perkins County Rural Water System (PCRWS) serves the rural areas of Perkins County, South 
Dakota, including the communities of Lemmon and Bison. 

DESCRIPTIONAIXJSTIFICATION: The PCRWS is a buried, pressurized pipeline distribution system that 
delivers treated drinking water to communities, rural residences and pasture taps in Perkins County, South Dakota. 
Perkins County is the second largest county (2,866 square miles) in South Dakota and is located in the northwest 
corner of the state. The area is characterized by widely separated towns and ranches. Groundwater has been the 
predominant water source, but many residents of the area haul water for domestic use because of inadequate 
quantity and poor water quality. The PCRWS will purchase treated water from the Southwest Pipeline Project 
(SWPP) in North Dakota and distribute that water to its customers through a network consisting of 515 miles of 
pipe, 5 booster stations, and 3 storage reservoirs. The SWPP was constructed as a feature of the Garrison 
Diversion Unit under the State MR&I program. 

AUTHORIZATION: P.L. 106-136, Perkins County Rural Water System Act of 1999, dated December 7, 1999. 

COMPLETION DATA: As of September 30, 2009, the project was approximately 76 percent complete. 
Construction activities began in 2004. PCRWS has completed multiple construction contracts such as water main 
improvements for Lemmon, South Dakota; Phase I (Lodgepote Area) of tlie rural distribution system; the main 
pumping station; Phase II (Lemmon and Bison mainlines); Phase 111 (Lemmon East and South), Phase IV (West of 
Shadehill); Phase V (North West of Shadehill); and Phase VI (South West and South East of Bison) of the 
distribution system. 

PERFORMANCE INFORMATION: This project is broadly aligned with Department of the Interior's Strategic 
Plan end outcome goal: Deliver Water Consistent with Applicable State and Federal Law. The intermediate 
outcome is: Complete Construction Projects to Increase Delivery Infrastructure and Water Availability. The 
performance measure is: Increased Supply: Potential acre-feet to be made available through completion of 
projects. The Activity Based Costing/Management alignment is: 4C (Construct Water Conveyance Facilities for 
Resource Use). 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 


Program Financial Data 


Activity 

FY 2010 

FY 201 1 

Water and Energy Management and Development 

$1,000,000 

$1,000,000 

Enacted/Request 

$1,000,000 

$1,000,000 

Non-Federal 

0 

0 

Prior Year Funds 

20,000 

0 

Total Program 

$1,020,000 

$1,000,000 

Prior Year Funds/Non-Federal 

(20,000) 

0 

Total Reclamation Allotment 

$1,000,000 

$1,000,000 
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Perkins County Rural Water System 


Total Cost Information 





ARRA 
Funding ^ 

FY 20i0 


Balance to 
Complete 

Reclamation 




$1,000,000 

$1,000,000 

$4,479,897 





0 

0 




$23,720,545 

$4,179,558 

$1,000,000 

$1,000,000 

$4,479,897 


“ Total costs through 9/30/09 include anticipated ARRA costs, 

^ Remaining costs to be used in FY 2010, 


Cost Allocation and Methodology 


Allocation 

FY2010 

FY 2011 

Municipal and Industrial 

$33,401,000 

$34,380,000 

Total 

$33,401,000 

$34,380,000 


APPROPRIATION CEILING: In accordance with Section 10 of P.L. 106-136, "There are authorized to be 
appropriated to the Secretary (1) $15,000,000 for the planning and construction of the water supply system under 
Section 4, and (2) such sums as are necessary to defray increases in development costs reflected in appropriate 
engineering cost indices after March I, 1995. " At October 201 0 price levels; the indexed portion of the Federal 
ceiling is $26,276,000 with a total project ceiling of $34,380,000. 

IMPACTS OF RECOVERY ACT FUNDING: Funding has accelerated construction of the Perkins County 
Phase IV pipeline/storage distribution. The accelerated schedule will reduce administrative costs and will serve 
more people with a reliable source of quality drinking water earlier than anticipated. 

WORK PROPOSED FOR FY 2011: 

Water and Energy Management and Development - Perkins County Rural Water System, Inc. will complete the 
construction of Phase VII that is located south of the city of Bison, SD. Construction of this phase will begin in 
FY 2009 using ARRA funding and FY 201 1 funds would be used to move this phase closer to completion. 

$1.000.000 

Reclamation Request 51,000,000 

SEE APPENDIX FOR: Benefit Cost Ratios as of October 1, 201 0 
Status of NEPA Compliance 
Status of Water Service and Repayment Contracts 
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Pick-SIoan Missouri Basin Program 
Garrison Diversion Unit 

LOCATION: Garrison Diversion Unit water supply facilities are located in the central and eastern part of 
North Dakota and include McLean, Burleigh, Sheridan, Wells, Foster, Stutsman, LaMoure, and Dickey 
Counties. The municipal, rural, and industrial (MR&I) water program provides benefits statewide, 
including four Indian reservations, 

DESCRIPTION/JUSTIFICATION: Major features of the project, currently existing in various states of 
completion, include Jamestown Dam and Reservoir, Snake Creek Pumping Plant, McClusky Canal, New 
Rockford Canal, and James River Feeder Canal. The Dakotas Water Resource Act of 2000 (DWRA) was 
passed by the 106”' Congress and further amends the 1965 Garrison Diversion Unit (GDU) authorization. 
The DWRA deauthorizes all but approximately 75,000 acres of the irrigation originally included in the 
project and increases construction ceilings for Indian and non-Indian municipal, rural, and industrial water 
supplies by about $600 million ($200 million for the State MR&l program, $200 million for the Indian 
MR&I program, and $200 million for a Red River Valley Feature). DWRA also authorizes an additional 
$25 million for the Natural Resources Trust fund and $6.5 million for recreation, GDU was originally 
authorized in 1965 and amended in 1986 by the Reformulation Act. Issues historically related to the 
project are the transfer of water, and thus the potential transfer of biota from the Missouri River Basin to 
the Hudson Bay Basin (Canada), and diversion of water from the Missouri River - an issue with 
downstream states. 

AUTHORIZATION; P.L. 89-108, Garrison Diversion Unit, Missouri River Basin Project, 

August 5, 1965; P.L. 98-360, Making Appropriations for Energy and Water Development for the fiscal 
year ending September 30, 1985, and For Other Purposes, July 16, 1984; P.L. 99-294, Garrison Diversion 
Unit Reformulation Act, May 12, 1986; P.L. 102-575, Title XVII, Irrigation on Standing Rock Indian 
Reseivation, North Dakota, and Title XXXV, Three Affiliated Tribes and Standing Rock Sioux Tribe 
Equitable Compensation Act, October 20, 1992; and P.L. 105-62, Title 11, Energy and Water Development 
Appropriations Act for FY 1998, October 13, 1997; P.L. 105-245, Title II, Energy and Water 
Development Appropriations Act for FY 1999, October 7, 1999; P.L. 106-60, Title II, Energy, Water 
Development Appropriations Act for FY 2000, September 29, 1999; P.L. 106-554 (H.R. 4577) Title VI, 
Dakota Water Resources Act of 2000, December 21, 2000; and P.L. 110-161, Consolidated 
Appropriations Act, 2008. 

COMPLETION DATA; As of September 30, 2009, the project was approximately 67 percent complete. 

PERFORMANCE INFORMATION: This project is broadly aligned with the Department of the 
Interior's Strategic Plan end outcome goal: Deliver Water Consistent with Applicable State and Federal 
Law, in an Environmentally Responsible and Cost-Efficient Manner. The intermediate outcomes include: 
Operate and Maintain a Safe and Reliable Water Infrastructure; and Complete Construction Projects to 
Increase Delivery Infrastimcture and Water Availability. The performance measures may include: 

Facilities Reliability - Water infrastructure are in fair to good condition as measured by the Facility 
Reliability Rating; and Increased Supply - Potential acre-feet to be made available through completion of 
projects. The Activity Based Costing/Management alignments include but are not limited to: 4C 
(Construct Water Conveyance Facilities for Resource Use), and 4J and 4M (Operate and Maintain 
Conveyance Facilities). 
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Pick-Shan Missovri Basin Program 
Garrison Diversion Unit 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 


Program Financial Data 


1 Activity 

FY 2010 

FY20U 

Water and Energy Management and Development 

$64,361,000 

$30,672,000 

Facility Operations 

5,591,000 

5,867,000 

i Facility Maintenance and Rehabilitation 

48,000 

12,000 

Enacted/Request 

$70,000,000 

$36,551,000 

1 Non-Federal 

3,136,000 

3,069,000 

1 Prior Year Funds 

0 

0 1 

Total Program 

$73,136,000 

$39,620,000 

1 Prior Year Funds/Non-Federal 

(3,136,000) 

(3,069,000) 

1 Total Reclamation Allotment 

$70,000,000 

$36,551,000 


Total Costs to be Allocated 



Total Estimated 
Cost 

Total to 

9/30/09 

ARRA 
Funding ” 

FY2010 



Reclamation 


$886,184,920 

$58,775,807 

$64,361,000 



Non-Federal 


330,526,874 

0 

3,136,000 


$34,675,126 

Total 

$2,234,360,000 

$1,216,711,794 

$58,775,807 

$67,497,000 

$33,741,000 

$857,634,399 


'' The Total cost includes non-Federal funds for municipal, rural, and industrial water supply $300,000,000; 
non-Federal recreation cost-sharing $ 13,350,000; land donated by the Garrison Diversion Conservancy District 
$207,966; and Wetlands Trust funds of $1,200,000 fora total of $314,757,966. Also, the Total cost includes 
assigned costs of Pick-Sloan Missouri Basin power and storage of$26, 140,000, reimbursable interest during 
construction for municipal, rural, and industrial water supply of $25,822,000; highway improvement costs of 
$4,650,000; Jamestown assignments of $37,000; and $34 for cumulative rounding for a total of $56,649 ,034. 

The cost spent to date includes the non-Federal costs of $5,526,326 for recreation, $960,676 for Natural 
Resources Trust, $253,654,863 for MR&l, and $207,966 of donated land plus the $70,241,034 of Federal assigned 
and miscellaneous costs discussed above for a total of $330,526,874. 

Total costs through 9/30/09 include $224,193 ARRA costs, 

*' Remaining ARRA funds to be expended in FY 2010, 
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PickSloan Missouri Basin Program 
Garrison Diversion Unit 


Cost Allocation and Methodology 


Allocation 

FY 2010 

FY 2011 

Irrigation 

$118,756,000 

$118,756,000 

Power 

37,000 

37,000 

Municipal and Industrial Water, Unused 
capacity 

1,609,240,000 

1,643,863,000 

Recreation 

30,718,000 

30,718,000 

Fish and Wildlife 

57,686,000 

57,686,000 

Flood Control 

67,143,000 

67,143,000 

Wildlife OM&R Trust 

25,000,000 

25,000,000 

Highway Improvements 

4,650,000 

4,650,000 

Other; 

43.370.000 

43.370.000 

Cultural Resources 

5,170,000 

5,170,000 

Natural Resources 

38,200,000 

38,200,000 

James River Completion Study 

0 

0 

Deauthorized features 

98,013,000 

98,013,000 

OM&R of completed facilities 

136,908,000 

145,124,000 

Total 

$2,191,521,000 

$2,234,360,000 


METHODOLOGY: Total cost changes of approximately $42.8 million are due to $8,216 million in 
estimated outlays for OM&R; $34,623 million in indexing for MR&I features. Costs are based on October 
2010 indexed price levels. 

APPROPRIATION CEILING; Appropriations authorized are $1,609,738,381 (October 2010). In 
addition, appropriations authorized by P.L. 89-108 prior to enactment of P.L. 99-294 are $253,214,619. 
This amounts to a total autliorized appropriation of $1,862,953,000 which is equal to the comparable 
Federal obligation. 

IMPACTS OF RECOVERY ACT FUNDING: Funding has accelerated construction of a new water 
treatment plant (WTP) and storage at Wakpala, South Dakota, for the Standing Rock Sioux Tribe. Early 
completion of the WTP will serve more people with a reliable source of quality drinking water earlier than 
anticipated. 

WORK PROPOSED FOR FY 2011: 

Water and Energy Management and Development - 

Rural Water Component - Continues oversight of preconstruction and construction activities on approved 
state, municipal, rural, and industrial systems. This program is managed and prioritized by the State of 
North Dakota. Funds will likely be used for continued construction of the Northwest Area Water Supply 
System (NAWS), the State’s highest priority MR&l project. 14,355,000 

Non-Federal - State of North Dakota (3,000.000) 

11,355,000 


Plains Great Region - 82 


54862A 


02 / 22/2010 




2322 


PickSloan Missouri Basin Program 
Garrison Diversion Unit 


Continues oversight of preconstruction and construction activities on approved Tribal municipal, rural, and 
industrial systems. 1 1 ,3 5 5,000 

The rural water portion of the Garrison project is comprised of both a State and Tribal component. The 
remaining appropriation ceiling after 2009 for these two rural water components is projected to be 
approximately $500 million. This appropriation ceiling was authorized by the (DWRA) to be indexed as 
necessaiy to allow for ordinary fluctuations of construction costs as indicated by applicable engineering 
cost indices. 

Non-Rural Water Componen ts - 

Contributes funds to the Natural Resources Trust Fund (5 percent of State M&I and Red River) 

275.000 

Non-Federal- State of North Dakota, NR trust, cost-share (69.000 1 

206.000 

The final Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for the Red River Valley Water Supply Project was 
published on December 28, 2007. The Comprehensive Report was transmitted to Congress, as required by 
the DWRA, on December 5, 2008, and the Secretary signed the determination of compliance with the 
Boundary Waters Treaty and consultation requirements on Januaiy 15, 2009. The Dakota Water 
Resources Act of 2000 authorized $200 million, with indexing, to construct the Red River Valley Water 
Supply Project. If construction involves an inter-basin transfer of water, the project must be authorized by 
Congress before construction can begin. This funding request anticipates the need for significant staff 
work in support of activities required prior to initiation of construction. These activities include: 
development of agreements between the State of North Dakota and Reclamation; completion of a Master 
Repayment contract for the Garrison Diversion Unit project; final engineering design for the preferred 
alternative; final engineering designs for the federally fimded water treatment plant for Boundary Waters 
Treaty compliance, if needed; and oversight and guidance during preconstruction activities. 

238,000 

Continues work on Arrowvvood, Audubon, and Kraft Slough National Wildlife Refuges, and management 
funds for wildlife lands. ] ,959,000 

Continues minimum maintenance to assure reliability of completed facilities still in construction status and 
minimum maintenance of the supply system that is required to maintain freshening flows. 

5.487,000 

Continues constiuction of recreation facilities, oversiglit, coordination, and planning activities to 
effectively manage the recreation areas, including leasing agreements, public involvement, and field 
reviews. 72.000 

Subtotal, Water and Energy Management and Development $30,672,000 

Facility Operations - 

Rural Water Component - Continues Garrison Diversion Indian MR&l routine operation and maintenance 
activities including administrative support and oversight necessary to operate water treatment plants, 
reservoirs, water distribution systems, and associated facilities in accordance with the safe drinking water 
act and (EPA) regulations. Continues water treatment and distribution, water quality monitoring, budget 
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PickSloan Missouri Basin Program 
Garrison Diversion Unit 


preparation and tracking, maintenance, required record keeping, public safety, and NEPA and cultural 
resource compliance. $5 3t0 000 


Non-Rural Water Component - Continues day-to-day operation of Jamestown Dam for flood control 
operations and for continued delivery of project water to downstream users. 557,000 


Subtotal, Facility Operations 


$5,867,000 


Facility Maintenance and Rehabilitation - 

Non-Ru ral Water Components - Continues facility examinations to ensure structural integrity relating to 
safe and reliable operation of the structures. The Facility Maintenance and Rehabilitation request varies 
dependent upon the need for replacements, additions, and extraordinary maintenance requirements. 

12,000 

Subtotal, Facility Maintenance and Rehabilitation S12.000 

Reclamation Request $36,551,000 
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Pick-SIoan Missouri Basin Program 

LOCATION: This program includes units located in Colorado, Kansas, Montana, Nebraska, North 
Dakota, South Dakota, and Wyoming. 

DESCRIPTTON/JUSTIFICATION: The Pick-Sloan Missouri Basin Program includes the following 
Units: Ainsworth, Almena, Angostura, Armel, Belle Fourche, Bostwick, Boysen, Buffalo Bill Dam 
Modification, Canyon Ferry, Cedar Bluff, Dickinson, East Bench, Frenchman-Cambridge, Glen Elder, 
Heart Butte, Helena Valley, Kansas River Area, Keyhole, Kirwin, Lower Marias, Missouri Basin, 
Narrows, North Loup, North Platte Area, Oahe, Owl Creek, Rapid Valley, Riverton, Shadehill, Webster, 
and Yellovvtail. 

The budget request for the Garrison Diversion Unit is shown separately. 

AUTHORIZATION: P.L. 78-534, The Flood Control Act of 1944, December 22, 1 944; P.L. 10,1 -336, 
Americans with Disabilities Act of 1990, July 26, 1990; P.L. 79-526, The Flood Control Act of 1946, July 
24, 1 946; P.L. 83-612, The Missouri Irrigation Basin Project-Irrigation Developments Act, August 21 , 
1954; P.L. 91-409, Riverton Unit Reauthorization, September 25, 1970; P.L. 97-293, Reclamation 
Reform Act of 1 982, October 12, 1982; P.L. 102-575, The Reclamation Projects Authorization and 
Adjustment Act of 1992, October 3, 1992, P.L. 92-514, The Reclamation Projects Act of 1972. 

PERFORMANCE INFORMATION: This project is broadly aligned with Department of the Interior's 
Strategic Plan end outcome goals that include: Deliver Water Consistent with Applicable State and 
Federal Law; Manage or Influence Resource Use Energy; Improve the Quality and Diversity of Recreation; 
and Sustain Biological Communities on DOI Managed and Influenced Lands and Waters. The 
intermediate outcomes include: Operate and Maintain a Safe and Reliable Water Infrastructure and Power 
Facilities, Effective Water Management to Optimize Supply, Invasive Species, and Improve Capabilities to 
Provide Recreation. The performance measures include: Facilities Reliability. Water infrastructure is in 
fair to good condition as measured by the Facility Reliability Rating. Tlie Activity Based 
Costing/Management alignments include but are not limited to: 4H and 5A (Operate and Maintain 
Dams/Water Storage Facilities), 4M and 4J (Operate and Maintain Water Conveyance Facilities for 
Resource Use), and 4T and 4P (Operate and Maintain Power Facilities), and 8J (Enhance Water Supply), 
5R, 5P, 50 Operate, Maintain and Construct Recreation facilities. 


Great Plains Region - 85 


54862A 


02 / 22/2010 



2325 


Pick-Stoan Missouri Basin Progr am 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 


Program Financial Data 


1 Activity 

FY 2010 

FY20H 1 

j Water and Energy Management and Development 

$1,824,000 

$1,965,000 

Land Management and Development 

904,000 

725,000 j 

1 Fish and Wildlife Management and Development 

292,000 

328,000 j 

1 Facility Operations 

30,524,000 

33,609,000 1 

1 Facility Maintenance and Rehabilitation 

4,369,000 

3,730.000 

1 Enacted/Request 

$37,913,000 

$40,357,000 

1 Non-Federal 

8.001,000 

19,497,000 

I Prior Year Funds 

630,000 

0 

1 Total Program 

$46,544,000 

$59,854,000 1 

Prior Year Funds/Non-Federal 

(8,631,0001 

(19,497,000) 1 

Total Reclamation Allotment 

$37,913,000 

.$40,357,000 1 


WORK PROPOSED FOR FY 2011: 


IMPAC rs OF RECOVERY ACT FUNDING: Fuiicling has accelerated the following Facility 
Maintenance and Rehabilitation activities within Pick-Sloan Missouri Basin Program: bank 
stabilization and road repairs at Angostura Reservoir, road rehabilitation at Shep’s Canyon West Side 
Angostura Unit; minimum basic camping facilities, boundaiy fencing, and paving of Fisherman Road at 
Belle Fourche Unit; design and specifications for powerplant rewind at Boysen Unit; repair of spillway 
concrete apron and excitation system replacement at Canyon Ferry Unit; interior re-coating of the outlet 
works pipe dram at Enders Dam, Frenchman-Cambridge Unit; repair and stabilization of spillway 
approach concrete at Glen Elder Unit; water distribution system at Eastside, Keyhole Unit; and camp 
iirigation pump and intake structure at Yellowtail Unit. Funding also provides for Life Safety Code 
modifications at Boysen, Glendo, Kortes, Fremont Canyon, Spirit Mountain, Buffalo Bill, and Shoshone. 
Early accomplishment of these activities will provide the Region with an opportunity to fund other priority 
Facility Maintenance and Rehabilitation activities. 
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Pick-Sloan Missouri Basin Progra m 

Units of the Pick-Sloan Missouri Basin Program — 

Ainsworth Water and Energy Management and Development - Continues to provide incentives 
for initiation and implementation of innovative conservation measures and demonstration 
projects identified in conservation plans or those measures promoting effective water 
management and conservation. Provides for the administration and compliance of 
repayment contracts with Ainsworth Irrigation District. 30,000 

Facility Operations - Continues day-to-day operation of Merritt Dam for delivery of project 
benefits, including notifying downstream residents of potential hazards associated with unusual 
flooding events. Continues program activities related to project operations such as land 
management, hazardous waste, recreation management, updating the Standing Operating 
Procedures, and coordination of the emergency management program. 

144,000 

Facility Maititenancc and Rehabilitation - Continues facility examinations to ensure 
structural integrity relating to safe and reliable operation of the structures and for 
jn,spection of bridges to ensure public safety and compliance with Federal/State Code 
jeciuirements. The Facility Maintenance and Rehabilitation request varies dependent upon 
the need for j'eplacements, additions and extraordinary maintenance requirements. 

15,000 


Almetia 


Ainsworth Request 


$189,000 


Water and Energy Management and Development - Continues to provide incentives 
for initiation and implementation of innovative conservation measures and demonstrates 
projects identified in conseivation plans or those measures promoting effective water 
management and conseivation. Provides for the administration and compliance of 
contracts with the Almena Irrigation District and the City of Norton. 

16,000 

Facility Operations - Continues day-to-day operation of Norton Dam for continued delivery 
of project benefits, including flood control, and delivery of project water to users. Continues 
piogram activities leiated to project operations such as land management, hazai’dous waste, 
and lecreation management. Continues coordination of the emergency management program 
and updates the Standing Operating Procedures at Norton Dam. 

437,000 

Facility Maintenance and Rehabilitation — Continues facility examinations to ensure 
structural integrity relating to safe and reliable operation of the structures and for 
inspection of bridges at Norton Dam to ensure public safety and compliance with Federal 
and State Code lequirements. The Facility Maintenance and Rehabilitation request varies 
dependent upon the need for replacements, additions and extraordinary maintenance 
requirements. 12 000 

Almena Request $465,000 
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Angostura 


Armel 


PickSloan Missouri Basi n Program 

Wafer and Energy Management and Development - Continues to provide project-wide 
support foi the planning and implementation of effective u'ater conservation measures 
with the Angostura Irrigation District. 1 13^000 

Non-Federal Participation - Angostura Irrigation District (42,000) 

Subtotal, Water and Energy Management and Development 7 i ,000 

Land Management and Development - Continues the resource management plan to 
comply with Reclamation policy and standards for the land and recreation management at 
Angostura. Continues cost-share program for the development and rehabilitation of public 
use facilities at Angostura. 346.000 

Non-Federal Participation - South Dakota Game Fish and Parks (17 3.000) 

Subtotal, Land Management and Development 173,000 

Facility Operations - Continues Reclamation’s payments to the operating entity, 
Angostura Irrigation District, for operation of Angostura Dam for continued deliveiy of 
project benefits, including future capacity flood control. Continues program activities 
related to project operations such as land management, hazardous waste, cultural 
resources, invasive species, recreation management, instrumentation, updating the 
Standing Operating Procedures, and coordination of the emergency management program. 

718,000 

Facility Maintenance and Rehabilitation - Continues facility examinations to ensure 
structural integrity relating to safe and reliable operation of the structures. The Facility 
Maintenance and Rehabilitation request varies dependent upon the need for replacements, 
additions and extraordinary maintenance requirements. 37,000 

Angostura Request $999,000 

Water and Energy Management and Development - Continues administration and 
compliance of repayment contract with tlie State of Colorado. 5,000 

Land Management and Development - Continues to provide tlie cost-share program for 
the development and rehabilitation of public use facilities at Reclamation’s Bonny 
Reservoir in Colorado, which includes modification of facilities to enhance public 
recreation areas wtiile providing handicap accessibility and improving public safety. 

30,000 

Non-Federal Participation - State, Local Partners (15.000) 

Subtotal, Land Management and Development 1 5 OOO 

Facility Operations - Continues day-to-day operation of Bonny Dam for continued 
delivery of project benefits, including flood control, and delivery of water to project water 
useis. Continues program activities related to project operations such as land 
management, hazardous waste, weed control, recreation management, resource surveys 
and reports, and coordination of the emergency management program at Bonny Reservoir. 
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Belle 

Fourche 


Pick-Sloan Missowi Basin Program 

Updates standing operating procedures for Bonny Dam. Increase is due to higher costs 
associated with operation and maintenance of equipment and aging infrastructure, 

495.000 

Facility Maintenance and Rehabilitation - Begins rehabilitation of existing shop at 
Bonny Dam and relocates dam tender’s office from the government residence to the shop 
building. Existing buildings are over 50 years old and do not meet current building codes, 
life safety codes, or project needs. Continues facility examinations to ensure structural 
integrity relating to safe and reliable operation of the structures. The Facility Maintenance 
and Rehabilitation request varies dependent upon the need for replacements, additions and 
extraoidinary maintenance requirements. 1 54,000 

Ai-mel Request S669,000 

Water and Energy Management and Development •• Continues to provide project-wide 
support for the planning and implementation of effective water conseivation measures 
with the Belle Fourche Irrigation District. 306,000 

Non-Federal Participation - Belle Fourche Irrigation District f i 12.00 01 

Subtotal, Water and Energy Management and Development 1 94,000 

Land Management and Development - Continues construction of recreation facilities 
tliat comply with health, safety, and accessibility standards at Belle Fourche. 

134.000 

Non-Federal Participation - South Dakota Game, Fish and Parks ('67.0001 

Subtotal, Land Management and Development 67,000 

Facility Operations - Continues day-to-day operation of Belle Fourche Dam and 
Reservoir for delivery of project benefits, including delivery of water to project water 
users. Continues program activities related to project operations such as land 
management, hazardous waste, cultural resources, recreation management, updating the 
Standing Operating Procedures, and coordination of the emergency management program, 

657.000 

Non-Federal Participation - Belle Fourche Irrigation District (40.0001 

Subtotal, Facility Operations 6 1 7,000 

Facility Maintenance and Rehabilitation - Continues facility examinations to ensure 
sh uctural integrity relating to safe and reliable operation of the structures. The Facility 
Maintenance and Rehabilitation request varies dependent upon the need for replacements, 
additions and extraordinary maintenance requirements. 4,000 

Belle Fourche Request $882,000 
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Bostivick 


Boysen 


Pick-Sloan Missow i Basin Program 

Water and Energy Management and Development - Continues to provide incentives 
for initiation and implementation of innovative conservation measures and demonstration 
projects identified in conservation plans or those measures promoting effective water 
management and conservation. Provides for the administration and compliance of 
repayment contracts with Bostvvick Irrigation District in Nebraska and Kansas-Bostvvick 
Irrigation District in Kansas. 62,000 

Fish and Wildlife Management and Development - Continues ongoing conservation, 
enhancement, and management and development activities that benefit fish and wildlife, 
Continues management of facilities, lands, and in-stream flows for the protection of fish 
and wildlife. 11,000 

Facility Operations - Continues day-to-day operation of Lovewell Dam for delivery of 
project benefits, including flood control operations and irrigation releases. Continues 
Reclamation's share of the operation and maintenance costs allocated to irrigation at 
Harlan County Dam, Continues program activities related to project operations such as 
land management, hazardous waste, recreation management, updating the Standing 
Operating Procedures, and coordination of the emergency management program. 

1,013,000 

Other Federal Participation - Corps of Engineers (2S6.000j 

Subtotal, Facility Operations 757,000 

Facility Maintenance and Rehabilitation - Continues facility examinations to ensure 
structural integrity relating to safe and reliable operation of the structures. Continues 
landslide and bridge inspections to ensure public safety and compliance with Federal/State 
Code requirements. The Facility Maintenance and Rehabilitation request varies 
dependent upon the need for replacements, additions and extraordinary' maintenance 
requirements. 32,000 

Bostvvick Request 5862,000 

Water and Energy Management and Development - Continues water conservation 
field services, negotiation and administration of water marketing, including long-term 
contract negotiations with two irrigation districts and two entities; administration of 
contracts for nine irrigation districts and twenty-two entities; and temporary water service 
contracts. 117,000 

Non-Federal Participation - Hanover and Highland 
Hanover Irrigation Districts (43.000 1 

Subtotal, Water and Energy Management and Development 74,000 

Land Management and Development -Continues construction of recreation facilities to 
provide facilities that comply with health, safety, and accessibility standards at Boysen 
Reservoir. 324,000 


Creal Plains Region - 90 


54862A 


02 / 22/2010 



2330 


P ick-Stoan Missouri Basin Program 

Non-Fedei al Participation - State of Wyoming (162,000') 

Subtotal, Land Management and Development 1 62,000 

Facility Operations - Continues day-to-day operation of Boysen Dam and Reservoir, 
including a 1 5-megawatt powerplant, for continued delivery of project benefits, including 
hydroelectric power, delivery of water to project water users, and hydrologic monitoring 
and record-keeping related to flood operations. Continues land resource management 
activities related to facility operations, such as cultural resource management and 
management of hazardous materials, including implementation of a resource management 
plan for the reservoir area. Continues renewal of contracts with project water users. 
Continues administration of agreements for grazing with Bureau of Land Management and 
Midvale Irrigation District, and recreation fish and wildlife management agreements with 
Wyoming Game and Fish, and Wyoming State Parks and Historic Sites, Continues 
emergency action plan preparation, 1,955,000 

Non-Federal Participation - Highland, Hanover, Upper Bluff, 

and Owl Creek Irrigation Districts (16.0001 

Subtotal, Facility Operations 1 ,939,000 

Facility Maintenance and Rehabilitation - Continues facility examinations to ensure 
structural integrity relating to safe and reliable operation of tlie structures and for bridge 
and landslide inspection activities to ensure public safety and compliance with 
Federal/State Code requirements. The Facility Maintenance and Rehabilitation request 
varies dependent upon the need for replacements, additions and extraordinary maintenance 
requirements. 1,085,000 

Power Items (Non-Federall - Continues power transformer replacement at Boysen 
Powerplant. 

Non-Federal - Power Customers ( 1.052,0001 

Subtotal, Facility Maintenance and Rehabilitation 33,000 

Boysen Request S2, 208, 000 

Performance Information; Boysen Powerplant originally had two banks of 
transformers, each fed from a different generator. In 1982 one transformer faulted and 
burned, completely destroying it. Another h'ansfonuer was damaged, sent to a repair shop, 
and returned. Since the powerplant was restored to operational condition the combined 
output of both generators now runs through a single bank of transformers which includes 
the repaired one. The operational bank will be replaced with new single-phase 
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transformers adequately rated for both 
generators, but with a higher capacity due to 
impending rewind and update of the 
generators. 

The transformer nitrogen regulating system 
was replaced in 2000. In 2005, the Region 
conducted leak tests and detected leakage of 
nitrogen gas. Nitrogen leaks continue to be 
a problem, in part due to the top cover's and 
e.xtremely old gaskets. The graphs below 
display the nitrogen pressure readings from 
January and February of 2005, as well as 
Januai-y and February of 2007. As the graphs depict, some of the nitrogen is lost as a 
result of leaks in the gaskets and tanks. Every peak on the graph is caused when a new 
nrtrogen cylinder is installed, consequently increasing the concentration of nitr'ogen in the 
trarisformers. I his fluctuation of nitrogen pressure has been continuous since 2005 
resultirrg in increased levels of carbon monoxide (CO) and carbon dioxide (COj) gases 
inside the transformers. 


Boysen Power PJantTransformers 
2005 Nitrogen Pressure Readings 



I E} Tfansfomier 1 o Transformer 2 □ Transformer 3 . 


Boysen Power Plant Transformere 
2007 Nitrogen Pressure Readings 


Continued decomposition of the insulating 
paper along with the deteriorating condition of 
the other aging transformer components will 
ultimately lead to failure while tlie 
transformers are in use. If the transformer 
bank fails while it is in service, structural 
damage to a nearby building and electrical 
equipment could result. Failure of the 
transfonner bank also means that the two 
generating units at Boysen Powerplant will be 
out of service for an indeterminate length of 
time, inability to operate the transformers and 
generators would also mean that water would have to be bypassed around the powerplant. 
The transformer bank needs to be replaced to ensure continued reliability and availability 
of this critical powerplant. 



1 Q Transfomief 1 o Tfarcfttmcr 2 □ Transformer 3 ! 


Water and Energy Management and Development - Continues negotiation and 
administration of water marketing, including administration of a contract with the State of 
Wyoming. 8000 


Land Management and Development - Continues construction of recreation facilities to 
provide facilities that comply with health, safety, and accessibility standards at Buffalo 

Bill Reservoir. 

48,000 

Non-Federal Participation - State of Wyoming 

(24.0001 

Subtotal, Land Management and Development 

24,000 
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Facility Operations - Continues day-to-day operation of Buffalo Bill Powerplant, 
Shoshone Powerplant, Spirit Mountain Powerplant and energy dissipater, the South and 
North Fork Dikes, Diamond Creek Dike and Pumping Plant, the Buffalo Bill Visitor 
Center, and the Buffalo Bill Maintenance Complex for continued delivery of project 
benefits, including accounting of Buffalo Bill water for administrative purposes. 

Continues land resource management activities related to the enlarged reservoir and 
associated lands including grazing management, land permits, trespass, weed control, 
hazardous materials and waste management, public safety, and recreation and fish and 
wildlife administration. Continues emergency action plan preparation. 

2.495.000 

Facility Maintenance and Rehabilitation - Continues facility examinations to ensure 
sttuctural integrity relating to safe and reliable operation of the structures and for bridge 
and landslide inspection activities to ensure public safety and compliance with 
Fedeial/State Code requirements. The Facility Maintenance and Rehabilitation request 
varies dependent upon the need for replacements, additions and extraordinary maintenance 
requirements. 50 OOO 

Buffalo Bill Request 52 577 000 

Water and Energy Management and Development - Continues water rights 
adjudication, and water quality monitoring of reservoirs and river releases. Continues 
issuance and administration of water service contracts. 1 01 ,000 

Non-Federal Participation - Helena Valley, Toston, and 
East Bench Irrigation Districts, and City of Helena (j.ooQ) 

Subtotal, Water and Energy Management and Development 96,000 

Fish and Wildlife Management and Development - Continues oversight of monitoring 
fish and wildlife habitat and resources. Various Federal, Stale, and environmental groups 
are placing increased emphasis on what is being referred to as the Missouri River Corridor 
(Corridor). This Corridor extends from the headwaters of the Missouri River to Fort Peck 
Reservoir. The Corridor provides habitat for numerous Threatened and Endangered and 
Candidate Species, as well as State Species of Special Concern. 138,000 

Facility Operations - Continues day-to-day operation of Canyon Ferry Dam, Powerplant, 
and government camp for project benefits, including power (generation consists of 
50 megawatts of power), flood control, river regulation, and delivery of project water for 
irrigalion and municipal and industrial purposes. Continues operation of recreation areas 
to meet minimum liealtli and safety standards, and as prescribed under the Canyon Ferry 
Act, P .L. 105-277, Title X. Continues program activities related to project operations 
such as land management, concessions management, cultural resources, hazardous waste, 
recreation management, wildlife management, updating the Standing Operating 
Procedures, and coordination of the emergency management program. 

4.671.000 
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Non-Federal Participation - Helena Valley, Toston, and 
East Bench Irrigation Districts and City of Helena f26.000> 

Subtotal, Facility Operations 4,645,000 

Facility Maintenance and Rehabilitation - Begins work on asphalt crack repair and chip 
seal, shoreline stabilization projects, dam elevator upgrade, fixed wheel gate and spare 
hydraulic cylinder storage, spillway apron concrete repair, and Silos Campground 
development. Continues work in Flellgatc and Riverside Campground sites that will 
rehabilitate wastewater systems, roads, and other campground facilities to meet 
contemporary design standards and ADA requirements. Continues work on replacing the 
excitation distribution system. Activities will also include the replacement and addition of 
boundary fencing and replacement of two lawn tractor mowers. Continues facility 
examinations, and power operation and maintenance review.s to ensure structural integrity 
relating to safe and reliable operation of the structures. The Facility Maintenance and 
Rehabilitation request varies dependent upon the need for replacements, additions and 
extraordinary maintenance requirements. 2,526,000 

Power Items . (Non-Federal) - Excitation system replacement at Canyon Ferry Powerplant, 

Non-Federal - Power Customers n.490.000t 

Subtotal, Facility Maintenance and Rehabilitation 1 ,036,000 

Canyon Ferry Request $5,915,000 

Water and Energy Management and Development - Provides for administration and 
compliance of contracts with the State of Kansas and the City of Russell. 

11,000 

Facility Operations - Continues day-to-day operation of Cedar Bluff Dam for delivery of 
pioject benefits, including flood control and delivery of water to project water users. 
Continues program activities related to project operations such as land management, 
hazardous waste, recreation management, and coordination of the emergency management 
program. Increase is due to reprioritization of resources to complete the Resource 
Management Plan for Cedar Bluff Reservoir. 592,000 

Facility Maintenance and Rehabilitation - Continues facility examinations to ensure 
structural integrity relating to safe and reliable operation of the structures and for landslide 
inspection activities to ensure public safety and compliance with Federal/State Code 
requirements. The Facility Maintenance and Rehabilitation request varies dependent upon 
tlie need for replacements, additions and extraordinary maintenance requirements. 

9,000 


Cedar Bluff Request jgj2 gj 

Facility Operations - Continues day-to-day operation of Dickinson Dam for delivery of 
project benefits, including flood control and delivery of water to project water users. 
Continues program activities related to project operations sucli as land management. 
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hazardous waste, recreation management, updating the standing operating procedures, and 
coordination of the emergency management program. 378,000 

Non-Federal Participation - City of Dickinson (15. 000') 


Subtotal, Facility Operations 363,000 

Facility Maintenance and Rehabilitation - Replaces hydraulic pumps used to operate 
the bascule gate. Continues facility examinations to ensure structural integrity relating to 
safe and reliable operation of the structures. The Facility Maintenance and Rehabilitation 
request varies dependent upon the need for replacements, additions and extraordinary 
maintenance requirements. 36,000 

Dickinson Request $399 000 

Water and Energy Management and Development - Continues water rights 
adjudication, efficiency incentive programs, and water quality monitoring on Clark 
Canyon Reservoir. 97,000 

Fish and Wildlife Management and Development - Continues conserving, enhancing, 
and restoring fish and wildlife population and habitat with emphasis on native, threatened 
and endangered species recovery and restoration. 20,000 

Facility Operations - Continues Reclamation's payment to the operating entity, East 
Bench Irrigation District, for continued day-to-day operation expenses of Clark Canyon 
Dam for project benefits related to flood control and implementation of instrumentation. 
Continues program activities related to project operations such as land management, 
cultural resources, recreation management, updating the Standing Operating Procedures, 
public safety, and coordination of the emergency management program. Increase is due to 
higher costs associated with operation and maintenance of equipment and aging 
infrastructure, 712 000 

Non-Federal Participation - East Bench Irrigation District, 
and Clark Canyon Water Supply Company (1 85.0001 

Subtotal, Facility Operations 527,000 

Facility Maintenance and Rehabilitation - Continues work at East Bencli marina boat 
ramp/bay/breakwater. Continues facility examinations and bridge inspections to ensure 
structural integrity relating to safe and reliable operation of the structures. The Facility 
Maintenance and Rehabilitation request varies dependent upon the need for replacements, 
additions and extraordinary maintenance requirements. 529,000 

East Bench Request $1,173,000 

Water and Energy Management and Development - Continues administration and 
compliance of repayment contracts with Frenchman Valley, Hitchcock and Red Willow, 
and Frenchman-Cambridge irrigation districts. Continues to provide incentives for 
initiation and implementation of innovative conservation measures and demonstration 
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projects identified in consereation plans or those measures promoting effective water 
management and conservation, 54,000 

Fish and Wildlife Management and Development - Continues ongoing conservation, 
enhancement, and management and development activities that benefit fisli and wildlife. 
Continues management of facilities, lands, and in-stream flows for the protection of fish 
and wildlife, 25,000 

Facility Operations - Continues day-to-day operation of Enders Dam, Med bine Creek 
Dam, Trenton Dam, and Red Willow Dam for delivery of project benefits, including flood 
control, and delivery of water to project users. Continues the cooperative agreement for 
cultuiai resource surveys and inventory at Harry Strunk Lake and project areas. Continues 
program activities related to project operations such as land management, hazardous 
waste, recreation management, coordination of the emergency management program, and 
updating the Standing Operating Procedures. Increase is due to a Table Top Exercise 
scheduled at Red Willow and Trenton as part of the Emergency Management Program. 

1,877,000 

Facility Maintenance and Rehabilitation - Begins rehabilitation of existing shop at 
Enders Dam and relocates tlie dam tender’s office from the government residence to the 
sliop building. Existing buildings are over 50 years old and do not meet current building 
codes, life safety codes, or project needs. Continues spillway gate ntaintenance at Endcre 
Dam to repair tlie chipped and rusted areas of the coating on the radial gates and trunion 
pin anchor bolts. Continues repairs to failed and hollow-sounding concrete on the 
spillway chute and stilling basin floor at Medicine Creek Dam. Applies protective coating 
to prevent further damage. Continues facility examinations to ensure structural integrity 
relating to safe and reliable operation of the structures and for bridge inspection activities 
to ensure public safety and compliance with Federal/State Code requirements. Tlie 
Facility Maintenance and Rehabilitation request varies dependent upon the need for 
replacements, additions and extraordinary maintenance requirements, 

700,000 


Frenchman-Cambridge Request $2,656,000 

Water and Energy Management and Development - Provides for the administration and 
compliance of contracts with the Glen Elder Irrigation District, tlie City of Beloit, and Rural 
Water District No. 2. Continues to provide incentives for initiation and implementation of 
innovative conservation measures and demonstration projects identified in conservation 
plans or those measures promoting effective water management and conservation. 

26,000 

Fish and Wildlife Management and Development - Continues ongoing conservation, 
enhancement, and management and development activities that benefit fish and wildlife. 
Continues management of facilities, lands and in-stream flows for tlie protection of fish 
and wildlife. 10,000 

Facility Operations - Continues day-to-day operation of Glen Elder Dam and Waconda 
Lake for delivery of project benefits, including flood control and delivery of water to 
project water users. Continues program activities related to project operations such as 
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land management, hazardous waste, recreation management, updating the Standing 
Operating Procedures, and coordination of the emergency management program. 

Increase is due to higher costs associated with operation and maintenance of equipment 
and aging infrastructure. 1,052,000 

Facility Maintenance and Rehabilitation - Continues facility examinations to ensure 
structural integrity relating to safe and reliable operation of the structures. The Facility 
Maintenance and Rehabilitation request varies dependent upon the need for replacements, 


additions and extraordinary maintenance requirements. 4,000 

Glen Elder Request SI, 092, 000 

Water and Energy Management and Development - Continues to provide assistance to 
irrigation districts with implementation of innovative activities identified in their 
conservation plans. 39,000 

Non-Federal Participation - Western Heart River Irrigation 
District and Lower Heart Irrigation Company f 10,000') 

Subtotal, Water and Energy Management and Development 29,000 


Facility Operations - Continues day-to-day operation of Heart Butte Darn for delivery of 
project benefits, including flood control, and delivery of water to project beneficiaries. 
Continues operation, oversight, coordination, and planning required to conduct the 
management activities on project lands, including recreation management, public safety, 
accessibility, cultural resources, hazardous waste management operations, and 
coordination of the emergency management program. 1,212,000 

Facility Maintenance and Rehabilitation - Continues facility examinations to ensure 
strtictural integrity relating to safe and reliable operation of the structures. The Facility 
Maintenance and Rehabilitation request varies dependent upon the need for replacements, 
additions and extraordinary maintenance requirements. 27,000 

Heart Butte Request 51,268,000 

Water and Energy Management and Development - Continues to provide project-wide 
support of effective water conservation measures with Reclamation water districts. Also 
provides for water rights adjudication and water quality monitoring. 

12,000 

Land Management and Development - Continues replacement of pit toilets at Helena 
Valley Reservoir. 12,000 

Non-Federal Participation - Montana Fish, Wildlife & Parks 16.000) 

Subtotal, Land Management and Development 6,000 
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Facility Operations - Continues day-to-day operation of Helena Valley Dam and 
Reservoir and Helena Valley Main Canal for delivery of water to project beneficiaries. 
Continues operation of oversight tasks associated with providing minimal level of resource 
management for actions including out grants, reclassification and determination of 
ineligible lands, withdrawal reviews, cooperative agreements and issuance of permits, 
including compliance checks for environmental and cultural resources mandates. 
Continues program activities related to project operations such as implementation of the 
standing operating procedures, implementation and coordination of emergency 
management and public safety programs, 94,000 

Non-Federal Participation - Helena Valley Irrigation District QS.OOOj 

Subtotal, Facility Operations 59 OOO 

Facility Maintenance and Rehabilitation - Begins work on the outlet works security 
fencing and fishing access. Continues facility examinations and associated facility 
reviews to ensure structural integrity relating to safe and reliable operation of the 
structures. The Facility Maintenance and Rehabilitation request varies dependent upon 
the need for replacements, additions and extraordinary maintenance requirements, 

31,000 


Helena Valley Request $108,000 

Facility Maintenance and Rehabilitation - Replaces light duty tractors and skid-steer 
loader which are necessary for performance of routine operation and maintenance. The 
Facility Maintenance and Rehabilitation request varies dependent upon tlie need for 
replacements, additions and extraordinary maintenance requirements. 

140,000 


Kansas River Area Request $140,000 

Land Management and Development - Continues construction of recreation facilities 
that comply with health, safety, and accessibility standards at Keyhole Reservoir. 

380,000 

Non-Federal Participation - State of Wyoming fl90.000~l 

Subtotal, Land Management and Development 1 90,000 

Facility Operations - Continues day-to-day operation of Keyhole Dam and Reservoir for 
delivery of project benefits, including flood control operations and delivery of water to 
downstream water users. Continues program activities related to project operations such 
as land management, hazardous waste, cultural resources, recreation management, 
instrumentation, updating the standing operating procedures, and coordination of the 
emergency management program. 620,000 

Facility Maintenance and Rehabilitation - Provides for design and installation of a 
measurement structure for toe drains at Keyhole Dam. Continues facility examinations to 
ensure structural integrity relating to safe and reliable operation of the structures and for 
installation of fencing. The Facility Maintenance and Rehabilitation request varies 
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dependent upon the need for replacements, additions and extraordinary maintenance 
requirenients, 39 qoO 

Keyhole Request 8849,000 

Water and Energy Management and Development - Continues to provide incentives 
for initiation and implementation of innovative conservation measures and demonstration 
projects identified in conservation plans or those measures promoting effective water 
management and conseivation. Provides for the administration and compliance of 
repayment contracts with the Kirwin Irrigation District. 1 1 ,000 

Fish and Wildlife Management and Development - Continues ongoing conseivation, 
enhancement, and management and development activities that benefit fish and wildlife. 
Continues management of facilities, lands and in-stream flows for the protection offish 
and wildlife. 6 000 

Facility Operations - Continues day-to-day operation of ICirwin Dam and Reservoir for 
delivery of project benefits, including flood control and delivery of water to project water 
users. Continues program activities related to project operations such as land 
management, hazardous waste, recreation management, updating tlie standing operating 
procedures, and coordination of the emergency management and universal accessibility 
programs, 404,000 

Facility Maintenance and Rehabilitation - Continues repairs to the spalled areas of 
damaged concrete on the spillway chute floor. Continues facility examinations to ensure 
structural integrity relating to safe and reliable operation of the structures, and for bridge 
inspection activities to ensure public safety and compliance with Federal/State Code 
requirements. The Facility Maintenance and Reliabilitation request varies dependent upon 
the need for replacements, additions and extraordinary maintenance requirements. 

212,000 


Kinvin Request $633,000 

Water and Energy Management and Development - Continues water quality 
monitoring of inflows and lake waters. Continues issuance and administration of water 
service contracts. 43,000 

Fish and Wildlife Management and Development - Continues oversight of monitoring 
fish and wildlife habitat and resources. Various Federal, State, and environmental groups 
are placing increased emphasis on what is being refeired to as the Missouri River Corridor 
(Corridor). This Corridor extends from the headwaters of the Missouri River to Fort Peck 
Reservoir. The Corridor provides habitat for numerous Threatened and Endangered and 
Candidate Species, as well as Slate Species of Special Concern. 35,000 

Facility Operations - Continues day-to-day operation of Tiber Dam for delivery of 
project benefits, including reservoir operations and instrumentation. Continues program 
activities related to project operations such as land management, cultural resources, 
recreation management, updating standing operating procedures, developing a 
comprehensive inventory of as-built drawings, coordination of the emergency 
management programs, and public safety activities at Lake Elwell. Increase is due to 
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higher costs associated with operation and maintenance of equipment and aging 
infrastructure. 1,299,000 

Facility Maintenance and Rehabilitation - Begins work to widen and extend Tiber 
Marina boat ramp, purchase a road grader, and replace the courtesy boat dock. Continues 
facility examinations to ensure structural integrity relating to safe and reliable operation of 
the structures, and for landslide inspection activities to ensure public safety and 
compliance with Federal/State Code requirements. The Facility Maintenance and 
Rehabilitation request varies dependent upon the need for replacements, additions and 
extraordinaiy maintenance requirements, 362,000 


Lower Marias Request 


51,739,000 


Water and Energy Management and Development - Continues management related 
requirements in recognition of the Area Managers’ role in corporate policy, budget, and 
program formulation activities including; interagency activities, attendance at meetings, 
public involvement in activities that cannot be identified to a specific project, and 
managerial training and leadership meetings. Increase is due to non-project-specific 
management activities. 952,000 

Facility Operations - Continues Reclamation’s payments of wheeling costs associated 
with the Pick-Sloan Project use pumping power and power rate and repayment studies for 
payment by the power customers. Increase is for additional work required on power 
repayment studies. 354 OOO 


Missouri Basin Request 


$1,306,000 


Facility Operations - Continues land management of properties owned and operated by 
Reclamation. Management activities include well repairs, water rights, water rights 
assessments, and other activities related to administration of the agricultural leases 
associated with the Narrows Dam Project lands. 21 ,000 


Narrows Request 


$21,000 


Water and Energy Management anti Development - Continues to provide incentives 
for initiation and implementation of innovative conservation measures and demonstration 
projects identified in conservation plans or those measures promoting effective water 
management and conservation. Provides for the administration and compliance of 
repayment contracts with the Twin Loups Irrigation District and the Twin Loups 
Reclamation District. 39 ooO 

Fish and Wildlife Management and Development - Continues ongoing conservation, 
enhancement, and management and development activities that benefit fish and wildlife. 
Continues management of facilities, lands and in-stream flows for the protection of fish 
and wildlife. ] | qoo 

Facility Operations - Continues program activities related to project operations, such as 
land management, hazardous waste, and recreation management, updating the Standing 
Operating Procedures at Virginia Smith and Davis Creek Dam, and coordination of the 
emergency management program. 190,000 
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Facility Maintenance and Rehabilitation - Continues facility examinations to ensure 
structural integrity relating to safe and reliable operation of the structures and for landslide 
inspection activities to ensure public safety and compliance with Federal/State Code 
requirements. The Facility Maintenance and Rehabilitation request varies dependent upon 
the need for replacements, additions and extraordinary maintenance requirements. 

21,000 


North Loup Request $261,000 

Water and Energy Management and Development - Continues water conservation 
field services and negotiations of administration of water marketing for eleven Glendo 
water contractors. 1 00,000 

Non-Federal Participation - Bridgeport and Enterprise 

Irrigation Districts (22,000) 

Subtotal, Water and Energy Management and Development 78,000 

Fish and Wildlife Management and Development - Continues preparation of draft 
report, draft NEPA document information, draft ESA Biological Assessment information 
and draft Fish and Wildlife Coordination Act (FWCA) Report on review of existing Platte 
River Projects (both North and South Platte River). These efforts ensure that Reclamation 
operations are not likely to Jeopardize the continued existence of threatened and 
endangered species or to adversely modify to destroy critical habitat as required by the 
Endangered Species Act. 58,000 

Facility Operations - Continues day-to-day operation of Glendo Darn, Glendo Powerplant, 
Fremont Powerplant, and Gray Reef Dam and outlet works for delivery of project benefits, 
including delivery of water to project users and operation of the powerplants. Continues day- 
to-day operation of Koiles Powerplant, Kortes Dam, and the Supervisory Contiol System for 
deliveiy of project benefits, including delivery of project water to users, powerplant 
operation, and hydrologic data monitoring regarding flood control. Continues land resource 
management activities related to facility operations of the existing facilities and for resource 
preservation. In 1992, Reclamation assumed management of the Kortes Miracle Mile Facility 
from the State of Wyoming on the Kortes Unit. In 1 995, Reclamation assumed management 
of a portion of the Glendo Reservoir area from the Wyoming State Parks. Continues cultural 
resource protection and surveys; management of hazardous materials and wastes; emergency 
action plans; and administration of management agreements for recreation, fish and wildlife 
with Wyoming Game and Fish, Natrona County, and Wyoming State Parks and Historic sites. 
Increase is due to higher costs associated with operation and maintenance of equipment and 
aging infrastructure. 5,594,000 

Non-Federal Participation - Water Users (Glendo 

Contractors, PacifiCorp) (15,000 ) 

Subtotal, Facility Operations 5,579,000 

Facility Maintenance and Rehabilitation - Continues facility examinations to ensure 
structural integrity relating to safe and reliable operation of the structures, and for bridge 
and landslide activities to ensure public safety and compliance with Federal/State Code 
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requirements. The Facility Maintenance and Rehabilitation request varies dependent upon 
the need for replacements, additions and extraordinary maintenance requirements. 

2,665,000 

Power Items rNon-F e deralt - Continues Kortes Powerplant Unit 2 rewind, tlie turbine 
runner replacement at Fremont Canyon Powerplant, and protective relaying equipment 
replacement, 


Non-Federal - Power Customers 


f2.523.000~) 


Subtotal, Facility Maintenance 


142,000 


North Platte Area Request S5, 857, 000 

Performance Information: This project is aligned with the following Department of the 
Interior's Strategic Plan end outcome goals: Deliver Water; Manage or Influence 
Resource Use - Hydropower; and Improve the Quality and Diversity of Recreation 
Experiences. 

Kortes Powerplant was commissioned in 1951 as part of the Nortli Platte Area. Kortes 
Powerplant is a triple unit hydroelectric facilit)' with a rated capacity of 39,000 kW and a 
maximum designed flow capacity of 3,000 cubic feet per second, Kortes Powerplant 
serves two purposes within the project: transporting water and generating electrical 
power. 


We anticipate a complete 
rewind ofUnit 2 at Kortes 
Powerplant in 2011. Unit! 
diftfculties began when it 
tripped off line on 
1 0/1 3/2004. The unit was 
thoroughly tested and returned 
to sei-vice tlie next day. The 
unit tripped again due to a 
similar problem. The aforementioned tests were conducted again on 10/27/2004. The 
stator ramp test failed but the relay tested good. 

E.xtensive testing was started on 1 1/03/2004 with onsite personnei assistance from the 
Technical Service Center. The results of testing were inconclusive. After the test data 
were analyzed a trial run was conducted and the unit functioned normally. The unit has 
operated from i 1/03/2004 until 02/07/2007 without any tripping of the stator ground. 



There is still a concern about the condition of the insulation. During the extended testing 
a clamping finger which liad been fabricated in-house was found to be loose. Any loose 
clamping on the core is significant because the effects of de-iamination (due to vibration) 
will propagate throughout the stator core. Should the insulation fail or vibration cause 
damage to the core, the unit can sustain extensive damage and be out of service for an 
extended period of time, possibly as long as several years. If the unit is decommissioned 
due to a failure, there would be an annual power loss of 47.4 gigawatt hours (GWh). 
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Oalie 


Owl Creek 


Rapid Valley 


PickSloan Missouri Basin Program 

Water and Energy Management and Development - Continues minimum maintenance 
to assure reliability of completed facilities still in construction status and minimum 
maintenance of the supply system. Continues inspection and general construction 
oversight. The Oahe Pumping Plant, Pierre Canal, and the Blunt Reservoir lands require 
basic maintenance to protect the Federal investment. 20,000 

Land Management and Development - Provides for monitoring and upgrading of 
recreation facilities to ensure that health, safety, and accessibility standards are being met. 
Increase is for replacement of restrooms at James Diversion Dam. 

30,000 

Non-Federal Participation - South Dakota Game, Fish & Parks nS.OOOJ 

Subtotal, Land Management and Development 1 5,000 

Facility Operations - Continues day-to-day operation of Blunt Reservoir for project 
benefits. Continues activities related to project operations such as land management, 
contracts, categorical exclusion certification preparation, and special permits, including 
NEPA and cultural resource compliance, weed control, land use inventories, grants, and 
Indian Trust Asset consultation. 98,000 

Oahe Request $133,000 


Water and Energy Management and Development - Continues negotiation and 
adnrinistration of water marketing activities. 6,000 

Facility Operations - Continues Reclamation’s payments to the operating entity, Owl 
Creek Irrigation District, for deliveiy of project benefits, including hydrologic monitoring 
and reporting related to Anchor Dam. Continues program activities related to project 
operations such as land resource management, recreation management activities, and 
emergency action plans at Anchor Dam and Reservoir. 1 08,000 

Facility Maintenance and Rehabilitation - Continues facility examinations to ensure 
structural integrity relating to safe and reliable operation of the structures. The Facility 
Maintenance and Rehabilitation request varies dependent upon the need for replacements, 
additions and extraordinary maintenance requirements, 14,000 

Owl Creek Request $128,000 

Facility Operations - Continues day-to-day operation of Pactola Dam and Reservoir for 
delivery of project benefits, including flood control operations and delivery of water to 
downstream water users. Continues program activities related to project operations such 
as hazardous waste, updating the standing operating procedures, and instrumentation. 

279,000 
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Riverton 


Shadehill 


P ickSJoan Missouri Basin Progra m 

Facility Maintenance and Rehabilitation - Continues facility examinations to ensure 
structural integrity relating to safe and reliable operation of the structures. The Facility 
Maintenance and Rehabilitation request varies dependent upon the need for replacements, 
additions and extraordinarj' maintenance requirements. 32,000 

Rapid Valley Request $311,000 

Water and Energy Management and Development - Continues negotiation and 
administration of water marketing activities and monitoring of water conservation field 
services for water management and water accounting. 24,000 

Non-Federal Participation - Midvale Irrigation District tlO.OOO’) 

Subtotal, Water and Energy Management and Development 1 4,000 

Facility Operations - Continues day-to-day operation of Pilot Butte Powerplant for delivery 
of project benefits, including hydrologic monitoring for Bull Lake and Pilot Butte. Continues 
opeiation of recreation facility at Pilot Butte, Ocean Lake, Lake Cameahwait, and other sites 
on Reclamation lands. Continues activities related to project operations such as land resource 
management; hazardous materials and waste management; administration offish and wildlife 
management by Wyoming Game and Fish; and grazing by Midvale Irrigation District and 
Muddy Ridge Grazing Association. Continues resource management related to tribal oil and 
gas development on Reclamation lands; cultural resource evaluation and surveys; and 
preparation of emergency action plans. Increase is due to higher costs associated with 
operation and maintenance of equipment and aging infrastructure, 

928.000 

Facility Maintenance and Rehabilitation - Continnes facility examinations to ensure 
structural integrity relating to safe and reliable operation of the structures. 1'iie Facility 
Maintenance and Rehabilitation request varies dependent upon the need for replacements, 
additions and extraordinaiy maintenance requirements, 26,000 

Riverton Request jpgg ppQ 

Land Management and Development - Continues constTuction of recreation facilities 
that comply with health, safety, and accessibility standards at Shadehill. 

146.000 

Non-Federal Participation - South Dakota Game Fish and Parks (73,00 01 

Subtotal, Land Management and Development 73,000 

Facility Operations - Continues day-to-day operation of Sbadehill Dam and Resei-voir for 
delivery of project benefits, including flood control and delivery of project water. 

Continues opeiation at recreation areas to meet minimum health and safety standards. 
Continues program activities related to project operations such as land resource 
management, hazardous materials and waste management, cultural resources, recreation 
management, updating the standing operating procedures, insh'umentation, and 
coordination of the emergency action program. 465 000 
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Webster 


Yellowtail 


PickSloan Miss o uri Basin Program 

Facility IVIaintcnance and Rehabilitation - Continues facility examinations to ensure 
structural integrity relating to safe and reliable operation of the structures. The Facility 
Maintenance and Rehabilitation request varies dependent upon the need for replacements, 
additions and extraordinary maintenance requirements. 4,000 

Shadehill Request $542,000 

Water and Energy Management and Development - Continues to provide incentives 
for initiation and implementation of innovative conservation measures and demonstration 
projects identified in conseivation plans or those measures promoting effective water 
management and conservation. Provides for the administration and compliance of 
repayment contract with the Webster Irrigation District. 1 ! ,000 

Facility Operations - Continues day-to-day operations of Webster Dam and Reservoir for 
delivery of project benefits, including flood control and delivery of water to project water 
users. Continues program activities related to project operations such as land 
management, hazardous waste, recreation management, updating the standing operating 
procedures, and coordination of the emergency management and universal accessibility 
programs. Increase is due to higher costs associated with operation and maintenance of 
equipment and aging infrastructure 475,000 

Facility Maintenance and Rehabilitation - Continues facility examinations to ensure 
structural integrity relating to safe and reliable operation of the structures and for 
inspection of bridges to ensure public safety and Federal/State Code requirements. The 
Facility Maintenance and Rehabilitation request varies dependent upon the need for 
leplacements, additions and extraordinary maintenance requirements. 

12,000 


Webster Request $498,000 

Water and Energy Management and Development - Continues coordination of 
activities associated with the pursuit of hydropower development at facilities by private 
companies under lease of power privilege. 6,000 

Fish and Wildlife Management and Development - Continues conserving, enhancing, 
and restoring fish and wildlife population and habitat with emphasis on native, threatened, 
and endangered species recovery and restoration. 1 4,000 

Facility Operations - Continues day-to-day operation of Yellowtail Dam and Powerplant, 
Afterbay Dam, Switchyard, Bighorn Canal Headgates, Government Camp, and Visitor 
Center. Continues delivery of project benefits, including operation of the powerplant for 
generation of 250 megawatts of power and collection of instrumentation data. Continues 
program activities related to project operations such as land management, public safety, 
hazardous waste, cultural resources, recreation management, updating the standing 
operating procedures, and coordination of the emergency management program. Increase 
is due to higher costs associated with operation and maintenance of equipment and aging 
infrastructure. 4,860,000 
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Pick-Sloan Missouri Basin Program 

Facility Maintenance and Rehabilitation - Continues facility examinations and power 
operation and maintenance reviews to ensure structural integrity relating to safe and 
reliable operation of the structures, and for landslide inspections to ensure public safety 
and Federal/State Code requirements. Tlie Facility Maintenance and Rehabilitation 
request varies dependent upon the need for replacements, additions, and extraordinary 
maintenance requirements. 12,892,000 

Power Items fNon-Federal) - Begins Unit windings replacement testing, evaluation, and 
design specifications. Continues Afterbay gates refurbishment at Yellowtail Powerplant 
and generator cooling water valve replacement. 

Non-Federal - Power Customers tl2.875.000~l 

Subtotal, Facility Maintenance and Rehabilitation 1 7,000 

Yellowtail Request S4.897.000 

Reclamation Request $40,357,000 

SEE APPENDIX FOR; Obligations by Function for Operating Projects 
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Rapid Valley Project 

LOCATION: Tliis project is located in Pennington County in southwestern South Dakota. 

DESCRIPTION/JTJSTIFICATION: Rapid Valley Project consists of Deerfield Dam and Reservoir 
located on Castle Creek, a tributary of Rapid Creek, about 25 miles west of Rapid City, South Dakota, 
Deerfield Dam is operated and maintained by Reclamation on a pooled storage basis with Pactola 
Reservoir, which is located downstream from Deerfield Dam on Rapid Creek. 

AUTHORIZATION; P.L. 398, Water Conservation and Utilization Act, August 11, 1939. 

PERFORMANCE INFORMATION; This project is broadly aligned with Depaitment of the Interior's 
Strategic Plan end outcome goals that include: Deliver Water Consistent with Applicable State and 
Federal Law; and Improve the Quality and Diversity of Recreation Experiences and Visitor Enjoyment on 
DOl Lands. The intermediate outcomes include: Operate and Maintain a Safe and Reliable Water 
Infrastructure; Effective Water Management to Optimize Supply; and Improve Capabilities to Provide 
Access to Recreation. The performance measures include: Facilities Reliability - Water infrastructure is in 
fair to good condition as measured by tiie Facility Reliability Rating; and Percent of priority recreation 
facilities that meet applicable accessibility standards. The Activity Based Costing/Management alignments 
include but are not limited to: 4H and 5A (Operate and Maintain Dams/Water Storage Facilities). 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 


Program Financial Data 


Activity 

FY2010 

FY 2011 

Facility Operations 

$72,000 


Facility Maintenance and Rehabilitation 



Enacted/Request 


$84,000 1 

Non-Federal 



Prior Year Funds 

0 

0 

Total Program 

$102,000 

$110,000 

Prior Year Funds/Non-Federal 


(26,000) 

Total Reclamation Allotment 


$84,000 


WORK PROPOSED FOR FY 2011; 

Facility Operations - Continues operation of Deerfield Dam for flood control and water deliveries to 
water users, including Rapid City. Costs associated with the operation of Deerfield Dam and Reservoir ai e 
reimbursed by the City of Rapid City. Continues work associated with emergency management, hazardous 
waste, and standing operating procedures. 1 06,000 

Non-Federal - City of Rapid City 126.000') 

Subtotal, Facility Operations $80,000 
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Rapid Valley Project 


Facility Maintenance and Rehabilitation - Continues facility examinations to ensure structural integrity 
relating to safe and reliable operation of the structures. The Facility Maintenance and Rehabilitation 
request varies dependent upon the need for replacements, additions, and extraordinary maintenance 
requirements. 4,000 

Reclamation Request $84,000 

SEE APPENDIX FOR; Obligations by Function for Operating Projects 
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Rocky Boy’s/Nortli Central Montana Rural Water System 

LOCATION: The Rocky Boy’s/North Central Montana Rural Water System is located in Hill County 
and Chouteau County in northern Montana about 40 miles (64 km) from the Canadian border. 

DESCRIPTION/JUSTEFICATION: The Rocky Boys Indian Reservation (Chippewa-Cree tribe) has a 
total land area of 1 71.4 square miles (443.9 km), which includes extensive off-reservation trust lands. 

The smallest reservation in Montana, it was created in 1916. The on-reservation population was 2,676 at 
the 2000 census. Its largest community is Box Elder, although a small part of Box Elder extends off- 
reseivation land. The rural water system will provide the necessary infrastructure to ensure existing water 
systems within the project service area are in compliance with I’ederal Safe Drinking Water Act 
regulations. A core pipeline will provide potable water from Tiber Reservoir to the Rocky Boys 
Reservation, while non-core pipelines will serve 21 surrounding towns and/or rural water districts. At full 
build-out, the system will serve a total estimated population of 43,000 (14,000 on-reservation, 29,000 off- 
reservation). The cost of the non-Federal share will be split between a grant from the State of Montana 
and a loan obtained by the North Central Montana Regional Water Authority. Operation, maintenance, 
and replacement for the core and on-Reservation systems will be funded by a $20 million trust fund 
established with Bureau of Indian Affairs appropriations. The non-Tribal systems will fund their 
operation, maintenance, and replacement separately without Federal assistance. The Final Engineering 
Report completed a 90-day review by Congress on August 15, 2006. 

AUTHORIZATION: P.L. 107-331, Rocky Boy’s/North Central Montana Regional Water System Act 
of 2002, December 13,2002. 

PERFORMANCE INFORMATION: This project is aligned with the Department of the Interior's 
Strategic Plan end outcome goal: Deliver Water Consistent with Applicable State and Federal Law, in an 
Environmentally Responsible and Cost-Efficient Manner. The intermediate outcomes include: Operate 
and Maintain a Safe and Reliable Water Infrastructure. The performance measure is: Facilities 
Reliability: Water infrastructure are in fair to good condition as measured by the Facility Reliability 
Rating. The Activity Based Costing/Management alignment is: 4J and 4M (Operate and Maintain 
Conveyance Facilities). 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 


Program Financial Data 


Activity 


FY 2011 

Water and Energy Management and Development 

$9,000,000 

$1,000,000 

Enacted/Request 

$9,000,000 


Non-Federal 

0 

0 

Prior Year Funds 

21,000 

0 

Total Program 



Prior Year Funds/Non-Federal 


0 

Total Reclamation Allotment 

$9,021,000 

$1,000,000 
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Rocky Boy's/North Central Montana Rural Water System 


Total Cost Information 



Total 

Estimated 

Cost 

Total to 
9/30/09 1/ 

21 ARRA 
Funding 

FY20I0 

FY20n 

Balance to 
Complete 


$313,391,000 

$40,640,001 


$9,000,000 

$1,000,000 

$262,665,999 


42,969,000 

1,234,261 


0 

0 

41,734,739 

1 Total 

$356,360,000 

$41,874,262 

$85,000 

$9,000,000 

$1,000,000 



1/ Total costs through 9/30/09 include ARRA costs- 
2/ Remaining ARRA funds to be expended in FY 2010. 


Cost Allocation and Methodology 


Allocation 

FY 2010 

FY2011 

Municipal and Industrial 


$356,360,000 

Total 

$329,830,000 

$356,360,000 


APPROPRIATION CEILING: P.L. 107-331 authorizes the appropriation of $229,000,000. At 
October 201 1 price levels; the indexed portion of the Federal appropriations ceiling is $313,391,000 and a 
total estimated cost, including non-federal costs, $356,360,000. This authorization is adequate to cover 
the project as currently proposed. 

COMPLETION DATA: As of September 30, 2009, the project was approximately 10 percent complete. 

IMPACTS OF RECOVERY ACT FUNDING: Funding accelerated engineering design and right- 
of- way acquisition on 52 miles of core 30 inch and 36-inch pipeline; and the design and 
construction of the intake superstructure. The intake superstructure consists of a 2,800 square 
foot building for housing the raw water pumps for raw water delivery to the water treatment 
plant. Funding has increased tribal employment and accelerated construction of the core system intake 
superstructure and core pipeline. Project acceleration will assist in implementation of the Chippewa Cree 
Tribe’s water right settlement from Lake Elwell and result in reduced administrative costs, as well as 
provide quality drinking water earlier than anticipated. 

WORK PROPOSED FOR FY 2011: 

Water and Energy Management and Development - Continues oversight associated with management 
of the project and begins funding for constructing phase I of the water treatment plant estimated at $15.5 
million. 

Reclamation Request $1,000,000 

SEE APPENDIX FOR: Status of NEPA Compliance 

Status of Water Service and Repayment Conti acts 
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San Angelo Project 

LOCATION : I his project is located in Tom Green County in west Texas. 

DESCRIPTION/JUSTIFICATION: The San Angelo Project is in the immediate vicinity of the City of 
San Angelo in west central Texas. Reclamation development provided for the construction of Twin Buttes 
Dam and Reservoir, a head works at Nasworthy Reservoir, and an irrigation and distribution system which 
serves a project area of 10,000 acres. 

AUTHORIZATION: P.L. 85-152, San Angelo Project, August 16, 1957. 

PERFORMANCE INFORMATION: This project is broadly aligned with Department of the Interior's 
Strategic Plan end outcome goals that include: Deliver Water Consistent with Applicable State and 
Federal Law, and Improve the Quality and Diversity of Recreation. The intermediate outcomes include: 
Operate and Maintain a Safe and Reliable Water Infrastructure; Effective Water Management to Optimize 
Supply; and Improve Capabilities to Provide Recreation. The performance measures include: Facilities 
Reliability - Water infrastructure is in fair to good condition as measured by the Facility Reliability Rating; 
and Percent of priority recreation facilities that meet applicable accessibility standards. The Activity Based 
Costing/Management alignments include but are not limited to: 4H and 5A (Operate and Maintain 
Dams/Water Storage Facilities), 8J (Enhance Water Supply) and 5P (Operate and Maintain Recreation 
Facilities). 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 


Program Financial Data 


Activity 

FY 2010 

FY 2011 

Water and Energy Management and Development 

$32,000 

$35,000 

Facility Operations 



Facility Maintenance and Rehabilitation 

33,000 

lllllllllllllllll^ 

Enacted/Request 

$418,000 

$418,000 

Non-Federal 

34,000 

43,000 

Prior Year Funds 

18,000 

0 

Total Program 

$470,000 


Prior Year Funds/Non-Federal 



Total Reclamation Allotment 

$418,000 

$418,000 


WORK PROPOSED FOR FY 2011: 

Water and Energy Management and Development - Continues to provide project-wide support for the 
planning and implementation of effective water conservation measures with Reclamation water districts. 

70,000 

Non-Federal - City of San Angelo and Tom Green County Irrigation District (35,0001 

Subtotal, Water and Energy Management and Development S35,000 
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San Angelo Project 

Facility Operations - Continues reimbursement to the operating entity, the City of San Angelo, for joint 
operations costs allocated to fish and wildlife and flood control. Ongoing work activities include 
emergency management planning, reviewing and updating the project standing operating procedures, dam 
operator training, and emergency exercise program activities. Continues resource management activities 
related to facility operation, including recreation planning and development, National Environmental 
Policy Act compliance, and administering land management and hazardous waste programs. Reclamation 
will also be coordinating with the City of San Angelo to manage designated fish and wildlife areas at the 
reservoir for the benefit of fish and wildlife resources and public use visitors. 376,000 

Non-Federal - City of San Angelo (8,000) 

Subtotal, Facility Operations 368,000 

Facility Maintenance and Rehabilitation - Continues facility examinations to ensure structural integrity 
relating to safe and reliable operation of the structures. Decrease in funding is due to underwater exam 
scheduled in FY 2010. 15,000 

Reclamation Request $418,000 

SEE APPENDIX FOR: Obligations by Function for Operating Projects 
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Shoshone Project 

LOCATION: This project is located in Bighorn and Park Counties in northwestern Wyoming. 

DESCRIPTION/JUSTIFICATION; The Shoshone Project, originally authorized as the Cody Project, is 
located in northwestern Wyoming near Cody. Features of the project include the original constructed 
portion of Buffalo Bill Dam and Reservoir, Shoshone Canyon Conduit, Heart Mountain Powerplant, and a 
network of canals and laterals to deliver water to project lands. Buffalo Bill Dam, Shoshone Canyon 
Conduit and Heart Mountain Powerplant are operated by Reclamation. The water users operate and 
maintain the Willwood and Corbett Diversion Dams, Ralston and Denver Dams, and the irrigation systems. 
Buffalo Bill Dam is a Cyclopean concrete, constant arch structure that impounds Buffalo Bill Reservoir 
with an active capacity of 604,817 acre feet. Storage water is provided to four Reclamation constructed 
irrigation districts serving over 93,000 acres, utilizing over 1,400 miles of Reclamation canals, laterals, and 
drains which the districts operate and maintain. Water is also provided for use by the Shoshone Municipal 
Pipeline to several communities, including Cody and Powell, Wyoming. 

Water to the Shoshone Canyon Conduit enters the 10-foot-diameter concrete lined tunnel that was 
constructed with die original dam and modified in 1939. New high pressure gates were installed in the 
conduit in 1991. The conduit conveys pressurized water to the Spirit Mountain Energy Dissipater and 
Powerplant. From the energy dissipation facilities, flow is returned to the open channel portion of die 
conduit where it is conveyed to a division works where the flow is distributed to the Heart Mountain 
Powerplant, the Heart Mountain Canal, and a river overflow siphon. Reclamation manages recreation use 
at Willwood, Deaver, Ralston, Corbett, and Newton Lakes on the 88,000 acres which are admini.stered for 
land management by Reclamation on the Project. 

AUTHORIZATION: The Reclamation Act of 1902, June 17, 1902 (authorized by the Secretaiy of the 
Interior on February 1 0, 1 904); and P.L. 39, Amend Reclamation Project Act of 1 939, April 24, 1 945 
(Heart Mountain was authorized by the Secretary on June 19, 1945), and Americans with Disabilities 
Act of 1990, July 26'\ 1990, (Pub. L. 101-336). 

PERFORMANCE INFORMATION; This project is broadly aligned with Department of the Interior's 
Strategic Plan end outcome goals that include: Deliver Water Consistent with Applicable State and 
Federal Law; Manage or Influence Resource Use Energy; Improve the Quality and Diversity of Recreation; 
and Sustain Biological Communities on DOl Managed and Influenced Lands and Waters. The 
intermediate outcomes include: Operate and Maintain a Safe and Reliable Water Infrastructure and Power 
Facilities; Effective Water Management to Optimize Supply; Invasive Species; and Improve Capabilities tc 
Provide Recreation. The performance measures include: Facilities Reliability - Water infrastructure is in 
fair to good condition as measured by the Facility Reliability Rating; Facilities Reliability - Hydropower 
facilities are in fair to good condition as measured by the Facilities Reliability Rating; Provide for Access: 
Number of megawatts of hydropower delivered annually; Responsible Development: Achieve the Industry 
Average or Lower Forced Outage Rate; Percent of time in forced outage; Percent of time that Bureau of 
Reclamation hydroelectric generating units are available to the interconnected Western electrical system 
during daily peak summer demand periods; Percent of priority recreation facilities that meet applicable 
accessibility standards. The Activity Based Costing/Management alignments include but are not limited 
to; 4H and 5A (Operate and Maintain Dams/Water Storage Facilities), 4M and 4J (Operate and Maintain 
Water Conveyance Facilities for Resource Use), 4T and 4P (Operate and Maintain Power Facilities), and 
8J (Enhance Water Supply). 
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Shoshone Project 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 
Program Financial Data 


Activity 

FY 2010 

FY2011 1 

Water and Energy Management and Development 

$68,000 


Facility Operations 

710,000 


Facility Maintenance and Rehabilitation 


213,000 

Enacted/Request 

$1,109,000 

$1,198,000 

Non-Federal 

81,000 

71,000 

Prior Year Funds 

0 

0 

Total Program 

$1,190,000 

$1,269,000 

Prior Year Funds/Non-Fedeial 

(81,000) 

(71,000) 

Total Reclamation Allotment 




IMPACTS OF RECOVERY ACT FUNDING: Funding has accelerated tire Life Safety Code by 
bringing the plant into compliance with NFPA 101. Early accomplishment of these activities through 
Recoveiy Act funding will provide the Region with an opportunity to fund other priority Facility 
Maintenance and Rehabilitation activities 

WORK PROPOSED FOR FY 2011: 

Water and Energy Management and Development - Continues water conservation field services and 
negotiation and administration of water marketing which provides for administration of contracts with four 
irrigation districts and nine entities. 1 14,000 

Non-Federal - Heart Mountain, Shoshone and Deaver Irrigation Districts (38.0001 

Subtotal, Water and Ener gy Management and Development $76,000 

Facility Operation - Continues operation of Buffalo Bill Dam, Shoslione Canyon conduit and gate, and 
Heart Mountain Powerplant for delivery of project water to water users and for operation of the 
powerplants. Also, continues essential services to recreational users at Ralston, Deaver, and Newton Lakes 
where Reclamation directly provides for recreation. Continues hydrologic recordkeeping and preparation 
of emergency action plans for Shoshone Project dams. Land resource management activities related to 
facility operations will continue, including issuance of permits, leases, trespass control and resolution, 
weed control, cultural resource management and surveys, oil and gas related surface management, and 
recreation fish and wildlife management with Wyoming State Parks and Historic Sites, City of Cody, and 
Wyoming Game and Fish, as well as management of hazardous materials. Increase is due to higher costs 
associated with operation and maintenance of equipment and aging infrastructure. Increase is offset by a 
decrease in Buffalo Bill Dam modification. 942,000 

Non-Federal - Shoshone Irrigation District (33,000') 

Subtotal, Facility Operations 909,000 
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Shoshone Project 

Facility Maintenance and Reiiabilitation - Continues work, on the Buffalo Bill Dam elevator upgrade. 
Continues facility examinations to ensure structural integrity relating to safe and reliable operation of the 
structures. The Facility Maintenance and Rehabilitation request varies dependent upon the need for 
replacements, additions, and extraordinary maintenance requirements. 213.000 

Reclamation Request $1,198,000 

SEE APPENDIX FOR: Obligations by Function for Operating Projects 
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Sun River Project 

LOCATION; This project is located in Cascade, Lewis & Clark, and Teton Counties in central Montana. 

DESCRIPTION/JUSTIFICATION: The project consists of the Greenfields and Fort Shaw Divisions. 
Principal features are Gibson Dam and Reservoir, Willow Creek Dam and Reservoir, Pishkun Dikes and 
Reservoir, Sun River Diversion Dam, Fort Shaw Diversion Dam, two supply canals, and six irrigation 
canals. The project uses the waters of tire Sun River and tributaries, stored and regulated by Gibson, 
Pishkun and Willow Creek Reservoirs for irrigating 9 1,01 1 acres of land. 

AUTHORIZATION: The Reclamation Act of 1902, June 17, 1902 (authorized by the Secretary of the 
Interior on Februai-y 26, 1906). 

PERFORMANCE INFORMATION: This project is broadly aligned with Department of the Interior's 
Strategic Plan end outcome goal: Deliver Water Consistent with Applicable State and Federal Law, The 
intermediate outcomes include: Operate and Maintain a Safe and Reliable Water Infrastructure; and 
Effective Water Management to Optimize Supply. The performance measures include: Facilities 
Reliability - Water infrastructure is in fair to good condition as measured by the Facility Reliability Rating; 
and Percent of priority recreation facilities that meet applicable accessibility standards. The Activity Based 
Costing/Management alignments include but are not limited to: 4H and 5A (Operate and Maintain 
Dams/Water Storage Facilities), 8J (Enhance Water Supply), 5R (Construct Recreation Facilities), 8K 
(Implement Environmental Recommendations), and 22 (Plan for Water and Related Resource Use). 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 


Program Financial Data 


Activity 

FY2010 

FY 2011 

Water and Energy Management and Development 

$26,000 

$31,000 

Fish and Wildlife Management and Development 

20,000 

21,000 

Facility Operations 

228,000 

244,000 

Facility Maintenance and Rehabilitation 

88,000 

28,000 

Enacted/Request 

$362,000 

$324,000 

Non-Federal 

0 

0 

Prior Year Funds 

0 

0 

Total Program 

$362,000 

$324,000 

Prior Year Funds/Non-Federal 

0 

0 

Total Reclamation Allotment 

$362,000 

$324,000 


WORK PROPOSED FOR FY 2011: 

Water and Energy Management and Development - Continues to provide project-wide support of 
effective water conservittion measures with Reclamation water districts. Also provides for water rights 
adjudication and water quality monitoring. $31,000 
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Sun Riven Project 


Fish and Wildlife Management and Development - Continues conserving, enhancing, and restoring fish 
and wildlife populations and habitat with emphasis on native, threatened, and endangered species recovery 
and restoration. Various Federal, State, and environmental groups are placing increased emphasis on what 
is being referred to as the Missouri River Corridor. This reach extends from the headwaters of the 
Missouri River (the Sun River is a tributary of the Missouri River) to the Fort Peck Reservoir. 21,000 

Facility Operations - Continues operation of Gibson Dam, Willow Creek Dam, and Pishkun Dikes for 
delivery of project benefits including emergency management, public safety, instrumentation, and standing 
operating procedures. Continues land resource management activity associated with facility operations, 
such as cultural resources and hazardous waste management. 244,000 

Facility Maintenance and Rehabilitation - Continues facility examinations to ensure structural integrity 
relating to safe and reliable operation of the structures. The Facility Maintenance and Rehabilitation 
request varies dependent upon the need for replacements, additions, and extraordinary maintenance 
requirements. 28.000 

Reclamation Request S324,000 

SEE APPENDIX FOR: Obligations by Function for Operating Projects 
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Texas Investigations Program 

LOCATION: The program includes the entire State of Texas east of the Pecos River drainage. 
Reclamation projects within the program boundaries are; Canadian River Project, Nueces River Project, 
and San Angelo Project. 

DESCRIPTION/JUSTIFICATION: The objective of this ongoing program is to provide the framework 
for Reclamation to participate with other entities or to conduct independent analysis to carry out a defined 
resource management investigations program in Texas. The program goal is to belter manage available 
water resources and the environment to meet contemporaiy water needs in the program area. Reclamation 
will provide valuable expertise, especially in the areas of water development, management, and 
conservation. Reclamation works in partnership with the State to provide support of their priorities and 
interests which include improving the water quality within streams, rivers and larger water bodies; 
assessing the total maximum daily load within various watersheds throughout the state; and investigating 
the current and future water needs of specific areas and identifying potential solutions to meet those needs. 
These investigations develop valuable information for the State, municipalities, water, and irrigation 
districts, local planning groups and environmental advocacy groups to identify, analyze, and evaluate 
solutions to water and related resources problems. 

Water-related issues confronting resource managers in Texas include: ensuring a sustainable water supply 
for an increasing population growth, a continued supply for agricultural need, ensuring Native American 
water supply interests are satisfied, protecting endangered species, ensuring reliability of conveyance 
systems, and a multitude of water quality issues. 

AUTHORIZATION; Reclamation Act of June 17, 1902. 

PERFORMANCE INFORMATION: This project is broadly aligned with Department of the Interior's 
Strategic Plan end outcome goal: Deliver Water Consistent with Applicable State and Federal Law. The 
intermediate outcome is: Effective Water Management to Optimize Supply. The performance measures 
include: Water infrastructure is in fair to good condition as measured by the Facility Reliability Rating. 
The Activity Based Ccsting/Management alignment includes but is not limited to: 22 (Plan for Water and 
Related Resource Use), 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 


Program^Financial^ata 


1 Activity 

FY 2010 

FY 2011 

1 Water and Energy Management and Development 

$43,000 

$47,000 

Enacted/Request 

$43,000 


Non-Federal 



I Prior Year Funds 

0 


Total Program 

$86,000 

$94,000 

1 Prior Year Funds/Non-Federal 

(43,000) 

(47,000) 

1 Total Reclamation Allottnenl 

$43,000 

$47,000 
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Texas Invesligaliom Program 


COST-SHARING: Texas Water Development Board. 

WORK PROPOSED FOR FY 2011: 

Water and Energy Management and Development - 

Climate and Land Use Impacts on Water Resources in West Texas Special Study - Continues a special 
study to evaluate climate and land use impacts on water availability in the Upper Colorado, Upper Brazos, 
Concho, and Canadian River watersheds, which includes Twin Buttes Reservoir of Reclamation's San 
Angelo Project and Lake Meredith of Reclamation's Canadian River Project. 

(FY 2010 -FY 2012) 84,000 


Non-Federal - Texas Water Development Board (42,000) 

Total, Climate and Land Use Impacts on Water Resources 
in West Texas Special Study $42,000 

Coastal Desalination Discharge Modeling Special Study - Continues an investigation to develop a 
hydrologic model predicting impacts of concentrated discharge associated with treatment of seawater. The 
model would allow continuous predictions of near-field and far-field brine dilution and transport into the 
Gulf of Mexico. (FY 2010 - FY 2012) 10,000 

Non-Federal - Texas Water Development Board (5.000) 

Total, Coastal Desalination Discharge Modeling Special Study $5.000 

Reclamation Request $47,000 
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W. C. Austin Project 

LOCATION: This project is located in Greer, Jackson, and Kiowa Counties in southwesterii Oklahoma. 

DESCRIPTIONyjUSTIFICATION: The project features include AIttis Dam, the Main, Altus, West, 
and Ozark Canals, a 21 8-inile lateral distribution system, and 26 miles of drains. The primary storage unit 
is Lake Altus, a reservoir formed by a dam across the North Fork of the Red River about 1 8 miles north of 
Altus, and by several earth dikes at low places in the reservoir rim. The Main Canal transports water from 
Lake Altus to the northern boundary of the project's irrigable land. The Lugei t-Altus Irrigation District, 
the Oklahoma Department of Higher Education, and the Oklahoma Department of Wildlife Conservation 
manage the project, 

AUTHORIZATION: P.L. 761, Flood Control Act of 1938, June 28, 1938, 

PERFORMANCE INFORMATION: This project is broadly aligned with Department of the Interior's 
Strategic Plan end outcome goals that include: Deliver Water Consistent with Applicable State and 
Feder al Law, and Improve the Quality and Diversity of Recreation. The intermediate outcomes incittde: 
Operate and Maintain a Safe and Reliable Water Infrastructure; Effective Water Management to Optimize 
Supply; and Improve Capabilities to Provide Recreation. The performance measur es include; Facilities 
Reliability - Water infrastructure is in fair to good condition as measured by the Facility Reliability Rating; 
and Percent of priority recreation facilities that meet applicable accessibility standards. The Activity Based 
Costing/Management alignments irrclude but are not limited to; 4H and 5A (Operate and Maintain 
Dams/Water Storage Facilities), 81 (Enhance Water Supply) and 5P (Oper-ate and Maintain Recreation 
Facilities). 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 


Program Financial Data 


Activity 

FY 2010 

FY 201 1 

Water and Energy Management and Development 

$20,000 

$18,000 

Facility Operations 

409,000 

427,000 

Facility Maintenance and Rehabilitation 

10,000 

54,000 

Enacted/Request 


$499,000 

Non-Federal 

32,000 

26,000 

Prior Year Funds 

0 

0 

Total Program 



Prior Year Funds/Non-Federal 

'■■iHIIHIiMMi 


Total Reclamation Allotment 

$439,000 

$499,000 
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iV. C. Austin Project 


WORK PROPOSED FOR FY 201 1 : 

Water and Energy Management and Development - Continues to provide project-wide support for the 
planning and implementation of effective water conservation measures with Reclamation water districts. 

36,000 

Non-Federal - Lugert-Altiis Irrigation District and Oklahoma Water 
Resources Board ( 18.0001 

Subtotal, Water and Energy Management and Development $18,000 

Facility Operations - Continues reimbursement to the operating entity, the Lugert-Altus Irrigation 
District, for joint operations costs allocated to flood control. Continues emergency maiiageinent planning, 
reviewing and updating the project standing operating procedures, dam operator training, and emergency 
exercise program activities. Continues resource management activities related to facility operation, 
including recreation planning and development. National Environmental Policy Act compliance, and 
administering land management and hazardous waste programs. 435,000 

Non-Federal - Oklahoma Department of Higher Education (8.0001 

Subtotal, Facility Operations 427,000 


Facility Maintenance and Rehabilitation - Continues facility examinations to ensure structural integrity 
relating to safe and reliable operation of the structures. Increase in funding is due to underwater and rope 
access exams. 54,000 

Reclamation Request $499,000 

SEE APPENDIX FOR: Obligations by Function for Operating Projects 
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Washita Basin Project 

LOCATION; Tljis project is located in Caddo, Grady, Custer, Washita, and Kiowa Counties in western 
Oklahoma. 

DESCRIPTION/JUSTIFICATION: Principal features of the Washita Basin Project include Foss Dam 
and Reservoir, Fort Cobb Dam and Reservoir, and water conveyance facilities. The Fort Cobb Reservoir 
Master Conservancy District, the Foss Reservoir Master Conservancy District, the Oklahoma Tourism and 
Recreation Department, the Oklahoma Department of Wildlife Conservation (Fort Cobb), and the U.S. 

Fish and Wildlife Services (Foss) at the Washita National Wildlife Refuge manage the project. 

AUTHORIZATION: P.L. 84-419, Washita Basin Project, February 2S, 1956. 

PERFORMANCE INFORMATION; This project is broadly aligned with Department of the Interior's 
Strategic Plan end outcome goals that include: Deliver Water Consistent with Applicable State and 
Federal Law, and Improve the Quality and Diversity of Recreation. The intermediate outcomes include; 
Operate and Maintain a Safe and Reliable Water Infrastructure; Effective Water Management to Optimize 
Supply; and Improve Capabilities to Provide Recreation. The performance measures include: Facilities 
Reliability - Water infrastructure is in fair to good condition as measured by the Facility Reliability Rating; 
and Percent of priority recreation facilities that meet applicable accessibility standards. The Activity Based 
Costing/Management alignments include but are not limited to: 4H and 5A (Operate and Maintain 
Dams/Water Storage Facilities), 8J (Enhance Water Supply), and 5P (Operate and Maintain Recreation 
Facilities). 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 


Program Financial Data 


Activity 

FY20i0 

FY20n 

Water and Energy Management and Development 

$3,000 

$7,000 

Facility Operations 

1,005,000 

1,415,000 

Facility Maintenance and Rehabilitation 

5,000 

10,000 

Enacted/Request 

$1,013,000 

$1,432,000 

Non-Federal 

115,000 

112.000 

Prior Year Funds 

0 

0 

Total Program 

$1,128,000 

$1,544,000 

Prior Year Funds/Non-Federal 

(115,000) 

(112,000) 

Total Reclamation Allotment 

$1,013,000 

$1,432,000 
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tVashita Basin Project 


WORK PROPOSED FOR FY 2011: 

Water and Energy Management and Development - Continues to provide project-wide support for the 
planning and implementation of effective water conservation measures with Reclamation water districts. 
Increase in funding is due to reprioritizing water conservation activities within the State of Oklahoma. 

14,000 


Non-Federal - Fort Cobb Master Conservancy District 
and Foss Reservoir Master Conservancy (7,000) 

Subtotal, Water and Energy Management and Development $7,000 

Facility Operations - Continues reimbursement to the operating entity, Fort Cobb Reservoir Master 
Conservancy District and the Foss Reservoir Master Conseivancy District, for joint operations costs 
allocated to flood control. Continues emergency management planning, reviewing and updating the 
project standing operating procedures, dam operator training, and emergency exercise program activities, 
Continues resource management activities related to facility operation, including recreation planning and 
development. National Environmental Policy Act compliance, and administering land management and 
hazardous waste programs. Continues cultural resources site protection activities for resources associated 
with the Foss and Fort Cobb Reservoir. Increase in funding is due to the reimbursement estimate to the 
operating entity. 1 ,520,000 

Non-Federal - Oklahoma Department of Tourism and Reereation 11 05,000) 

Subtotal, Facility Operations 1,415,000 

Facility Maintenance and Rehabilitation - Continues facility examinations to ensure structural integrity 
relating to safe and reliable operation of the structures. Increase in funding is due to facility review at Foss 
Dam. 10.000 

Reclamation Request $1,432,000 

SEE APPENDIX FOR; Obligations by Function for Operating Projects 
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Washita Basin Project 

LOCATION: This project is located in Caddo, Grady, Custer, Washita, and Kiowa Counties in western 
Oklahoma. 

DESCRIPTION/JUSTIFICATION: Principal features of the Washita Basin Project include Foss Dam 
and Reservoir, Fort Cobb Dam and Reservoir, and water conveyance facilities. The Fort Cobb Reservoir 
Master Conservancy District, the Foss Reservoir Master Conservancy District, the Oklahoma Tourism and 
Recreation Department, the Oklahoma Department of Wildlife Conservation (Fort Cobb), and the U.S. 

Fish and Wildlife Services (Foss) at the Washita National Wildlife Refuge manage the project, 

AUTHORIZATION: P.L. 84-419, Washita Basin Project, Februaiy 25, 1956. 

PERFORMANCE INFORMATION: This project is broadly aligned with Department of the Interior’s 
Strategic Plan end outcome goals that include: Deliver Water Consistent with Applicable State and 
Federal Law, and Improve the Quality and Diversity of Recreation. The intermediate outcomes include: 
Operate and Maintain a Safe and Reliable Water Infrastructure; Effective Water Management to Optimize 
Supply; and Improve Capabilities to Provide Recreation. The performance measures include: Facilities 
Reliability - Water infrastructure is in fair to good condition as measured by the Facility Reliability Rating; 
and Percent of priority recreation facilities that meet applicable accessibility standards. The Activity Based 
Costing/Management alignments include but are not limited to; 4H and 5A (Operate and Maintain 
Dams/Water Storage Facilities), 8J (Enhance Water Supply), and 5P (Operate and Maintain Recreation 
Facilities). 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 


Program Financial Data 


Activity 

FY2010 

FY201I 1 

Water and Energy Manageinent and Development 


$7,000 

Facility Operations 


1,415,000 

Facility Maintenance and Rehabilitation 


10,000 

Enacted/Reqiiest 

$1,013,000 

$1,432,000 

Non-Federal 

115,000 

112,000 

Prior Year Funds 

0 

0 

Total Program 

$1,128,000 

$1,544,000 

Prior Year Funds/Non-Federal 



Total Reclamation Allotment 


$1,432,000 
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Washita Basin Pyqject 


WORK PROPOSED FOR FY 2011: 

Water and Energy Management and Development - Continues to provide project-wide support for the 
planning and implementation of effective water conservation measures with Reclamation water districts. 
Increase in funding is due to reprioritizing water conservation activities within the State of Oklahoma. 

14,000 

Non-Federal - Fort Cobb Master Conseivancy District 
and Foss Reservoir Master Conservancy (7,000) 

Subtotal, Water and Energy Management and Development S7,000 

Facility Operations - Continues reimbursement to the operating entity, Fort Cobb Reservoir Master 
Conseivancy District and the Foss Reseivoir Master Conservancy Distinct, for joint operations costs 
allocated to flood control. Continues emergency management planning, reviewing and updating the 
project standing operating procedures, dam operator training, and emergency exercise program activities. 
Continues resource management activities related to facility operation, including recreation planning and 
development. National Environmental Policy Act compliance, and administering land management and 
hazardous waste programs. Continues cultural resources site protection activities for resources associated 
with the Foss and Fort Cobb Reservoir. Increase in funding is due to the reimbursement estimate to the 
operating entity. 1,520,000 

Non-Federal - Oklahoma Department of Tourism and Recreation flQS.OOO) 

Subtotal, Facility Operations 1,415,000 


Facility Maintenance and Rehabilitation - Continues facility examinations to ensure structural integrity 
relating to safe and reliable operation of the structures. Increase in funding is due to facility review at Foss 
Dam. 10,000 

Reclamation Request $1,432,000 

SEE APPENDIX FOR: Obligations by Function for Operating Projects 
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Wichita Project (Equus Beds Division) 

LOCATION: The Equus Beds Division of the Wichita Project is located in Harvey and Sedgwick 
Counties of south central Kansas. 

DESCRIPTION/JUSTIFICATION: P.L. 109-299 (October 5, 2006) created an amendment to 
P.L. 86-787 (September 14, 1960) authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to assist in tire funding and 
implementation of the Equus Beds Aquifer Recharge and Recovery Project. 

When fully implemented, the project will recharge the aquifer at a rate of over 1 00 million gallons a day by 
depositing water diverted from the Little Arkansas River into the Equus Beds Aquifer in south-central 
Kansas. The Equus Beds Aquifer supplies water to more than 20 percent of Kansas’ municipal, industrial, 
and irrigation users. Construction of the project would also reduce on-going degradation of existing 
groundwater by minimizing migration of saline waters. Protecting and enhancing this water source is 
critical for Kansas to meet future water needs. The total project cost is estimated at $425 million. The 
Federal share is 25 percent of the total project cost, not to exceed $30 million (January 2003 prices). The 
City of Wichita will hold title to the facilities and will be responsible for project construction, as well as all 
costs associated with operations and maintenance. 

AUTHORIZATION: P.L. 86-787, Cheney Division, Wichita Project, September 14, 1960. Amended by 
P.L.109-299 dated October 5, 2006, to authorize the Equus Beds Division of the Wichita Project. This 
Amendment may be cited as the “Wichita Equus Beds Division Authorization Act of 2005.” It includes a 
sunset provision that terminates authorization after ten years in the year 201 6. 

COMPLETION DATA: As of September 30, 2009, the project will be approximately 5 percent 
complete for the federal cost share portion (not indexed). 

PERFORMANCE INFORMATION; This project is broadly aligned with Department of the Interior's 
Strategic Plan end outcome goals that include: Deliver Water Consistent with Applicable State and 
Federal Law and Improve the Quality and Diversity of Recreation. The intermediate outcomes include; 
Effective Water Management to Optimize Supply. The performance measures include: Facilities 
Reliability- Water infrastructure is in fair to good condition as measured by the Facility Reliability Rating. 
The Activity Based Costing/Management alignment is 81 (Enhance Water Supply). 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 


Program Financial Data 


Activity 

FY 2010 

FY 2011 

Water and Energy Management and Development 

$1,500,000 

$50,000 

Enacted/Request 

$1,500,000 

$50,000 

Non-Federal 

88,125,000 

48,450,000 

Prior Year Funds 

161,000 

0 

Total Program 

$89,786,000 

$48,500,000 

Prior Year Funds/I'Ion-Federal 

(88,286,000) 

(48,450,000) 

Total Reclamation Allotment 

$1,500,000 

$50,000 
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Wichita Project (Eqims Beds Divmon) 


Total Cost Information 



includes indexing, 

2 Project received no ARRA finding 


Coiistriiction Cost Allocation anti Metliodoloi 

Allocation 

Municipal and Industrial 
Total 



METHODOLOGY : All costs are assigned as non-reimbursable as per the legislation. 


APPROPRIATION CEILING: P.L, 109-299 authorizes the appropriation of $30,000,000 (January 
2003 prices). At Jantiaiy 201 1 price levels; the indexed portion of the Federal Appropriations Ceiling is 
$41,889,000. This authorization is adequate to cover the project as currently proposed. 

COST-SHARING; The City of Wichita, Kansas. 


WORK PROPOSED FOR FY 2011: 

Water and Energy Management and Development - Continues the review and verification of project 
construction activities to ensure tliat completed activities are eligible for reimbursement under the terms of 
the authorizing legislation. Construction of Phase II of the Equus Beds Division is expected to be 
underway in FY 2010. Funds may also be used to reimburse the City for eligible construction expenses. 

12,550,000 


Non-Federal - City of Wichita 

Subtotal, Water and Energy Management and Development 
Reclamation Request 
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BUREAUWIDE 
FY 2011 OVERVIEW 


FY 2010 
Enacted 

FY 2011 REQUEST FOR WATER AND RELATED RESOURCES 

Water & 
Energy 

Land 

Management 

Fish & 
Wildlife 

Facility 

Operations 

Facility 

Maintenance 

Total 

Program 

$211,285,000 

$96,359,000 

$10,908,000 

$3,034,000 

$28,534,000 

$112,151,000 

$250,986,000 


The Bureau of Reclamation FY 20 1 1 request for the Bureauwide programs for Water and Related 
Resources totals $251.0 million, which is a $39.7 million increase over the FY 2010 enacted level. 
Reclamation funds 27 programs which arc fonnulated at a bureauwide level. An overview of some of 
these programs follows. 

The Water and Energy Management and Development activity request totals $96.4 million, which is a 
$36.7 million increase from the FY 2010 enacted level. 

The FY 201 1 request includes $62 million for the WaterSMART (Sustain and Manage America’s 
Resources for Tomorrow) program of which $53.2 million in budget detail is contained in this 
Bureauwide section ($27 million in WaterSMART grants {formerly challenge grants}, $6 million in 
Basin Study Program, and $20.2 million in the Title XVI Water Reclamation and Reuse Program). An 
additional $8.8 million is included in Title XVI projects that are within various regional sections of the 
Budget Justifications. Through the WaterSMART (which includes the Reclamation programs formerly 
known as the Water Conservation Initiative) program, the Bureau of Reclamation will continue to provide 
assistance to States, Tribes, local communities, universities, and non-profits to address western water 
issues, including increased water demands from growing populations and energy needs, amplified 
recognition of environmental water requirements, and the potential for decreased water supplies due to 
extended droughts and climate change. The WaterSMART program includes an expanded WaterSMART 
grant program (fonnerly challenge grants). Reclamation’s Basin Study program which started in FY 
2009, and the Title XVI Program. Through these programs. Reclamation will continue to provide 
competitive financial assistance for water eonservation, efficiency, and marketing projects and other 
activities that enhance water management; will conduet basin-wide activities including studies and 
Landscape Conservation Cooperatives (LCC) that will address the impacts of climate change; and will 
continue funding of water reclamation and reuse projects through Reclamation’s Title XVI Program. 
Reclamation will also partner with States, Tribes and local entities under the WaterSMART program to 
develop incentives and best practices for implementing water conservation and water recycling projects. 
Together, these programs fomi an important part of Reclamation’s implementation of the Secure Water 
Act (Subtitle F of Title IX of P.L. 1 11-1 1, Omnibus Public Land Management Act of 2009). 

The FY 201 1 request includes S2.7 million for the Rural Water Program, authorized by Title I of P.L. 
109-451 (Act), enacted on December 22, 2006. The Act includes authority to plan the design and 
construction of rural water supply projects through appraisal investigation and feasibility studies, and to 
submit those studies, as appropriate, to Congress to recommend authorization for construction. As 
required under the Act, the Department published an interim final rule establishing comprehensive 
programmatic criteria for the new program in the Federal Register in November 2008. Reclamation is 
currently finalizing internal directives and standards for the program and plans to begin implementation in 
FY 2010. The $2.7 million requested in FY 2011 will be used to fully implement the program by 
providing assistance with appraisal and feasibility studies. Assistance will be provided on a competitive 
basis in accordance with programmatic criteria, and a non-Federal cost share will be required. 
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Bureauwide FY 20 U Overview 


The Native American Affairs Program request totals $7.4 million, which is a $1.4 million increase from 
the FY 2010 enacted level. This program provides policy guidance related to Reclamation’s involvement 
in Indian Country, support for Reclamation’s involvement in Indian water rights negotiations, as well as 
teclinical assistance to tribes for the management and protection of their water resources. The $ 1 .4 
million increase will largely be utilized for greater involvement by Reclamation in the negotiations 
process for Indian water rights settlements, particularly for the use of the Design, Cost Estimating, and 
Construction (DEC) rerdew process to improve the analysts of the designs and cost estimates of projects 
associated with proposed settlements. 

The Desalination and Water Purification Research Program conducts desalination research, development 
and demonstrations llirough grants and cooperative agreements with universities, public, and private 
sector research institutions (extramural research) on a cost-shared basis. 

The $3.7 million request includes $1.6 million for the continuation of the operation and maintenance 
(O&M) of the Brackish Groundwater National Desalination Research Facility and $2. 1 million for 
Research and Development (R&D) to be conducted at the facility. 

The Science and Technology Program request of $1 1.5 million will continue to focus on high priority 
research and development activities such as climate change impacts on water resources management and 
the control of invasive mussels. In general, the Science and Technology Program is a Reclamation-wide 
competitive, merit-based applied R&D program that is focused on innovative solutions for Reclamation 
water managers and stakeholders. The program has contributed many of the tools and capabilities in use 
today by Reclamation and western water managers. The program emphasizes efficiency and 
effectiveness through collaborative R&D with stakeholders, other agencies and organizations with water 
and water related R&D roles and capabilities. The program is focused on four mission-core R&D areas: 

- Improving water delivery reliability; 

- Improving water and power infrastructure reliability and safety; 

- Improving water operations decision support; and 

- Advancing water supply and water efficiency solutions 

Research and development is carried out in accordance with the Administration’s Research and 
Development Criteria. 

This request will include the development and implementation of an integrated strategy for responding to 
climate change impacts on the resources managed by the Department, through the establishment of DOl 
Climate Science Centers (CSC), Landscape Conservation Cooperatives (LCC) and a Climate Effects 
Network. The CSCs are the “Science Arm’’ and the LCCs are the “On-the-Ground Adaptive 
Management Arm” of DOFs Climate Strategy. In order to address the needs of water managers as they 
manage the nation’s water and hydropower resources under a changing climate, Reclamation established 
the Climate Change and Water Working Group (C-CAWWG) in 2008. The C-CAWWG group brings 
together the two Federal water management agencies (Reclamation and the U.S, Army Corps of 
Engineers) with the two climate science agencies, the U.S. Geological Survey (USGS) and National 
Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration (NOAA). Through the C-CAWWG, Reclamation identifies the 
climate information gaps and needs of water managers, and then steers resources to meeting those needs. 

In FY 2009, highest priority was placed on developing and testing technologies to protect water and 
power facilities from invasive mussels and integrating climate change information into water resources 
management. 
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Bureauwide FY 20 H Overview 

The Land Management and Development activity request totals $10.9 million, which is a $2.5 million 
increase from the FY 2010 enacted level. This funding is requested largely for the Land Resources 
Management Program to facilitate Reclamation’s overall compliance with applicable Federal laws, 
regulations. Executive Orders, DOI policies, and Reclamation policies and directives in the areas of 
environmental management and the administration and management of lands owned by Reelamation. 

The Fish and Wildlife Management and Development activity request totals $3.0 million, which is a 
$756 thousand increase from the FY 2010 enacted level. This request funds wildlife refuge development, 
endangered speeies reeovery implementation, and various other activities under the Environmental 
Program Administration and the Recreation and Fish and Wildlife Program Administration Programs. 

The Facility Operations activity totals $28.5 million, which is a $772 thousand increase from the FY 
2010 enacted level. 

The Emergency Planning and Disaster Response Program request of $1.2 million provides funding for 
activities which include Continuity of Operations (COO); training and exercises to measure the 
effectiveness of security and emergency plans; secure communications; Emergency Notification System 
(ENS); and provides management and administration of Reclamation personnel in disaster response 
mission assignments. 

The Site Seeurity Program request of $21 . 1 million provides funding for anti-terrorism funetions; 
information security; personnel security; studies and reviews; law enforcement; risk and threat analysis; 
and the appropriated portion for guards and patrol of facilities. 

Section 513 of the Consolidated Natural Resources Act of 2008 (P.L. 1 10-229) includes provisions for the 
treatment of Reclamation Site Security Costs. Under these provisions. Reclamation will collect 
approximately $20 million in security-related operation and maintenance costs that are reimbursable 
under Reclamation law. Approximately 60 percent of this amount is reimbursable through up-front 
revenues. Approximately 40 percent of this amount is appropriated and then reimbursed through the 
normal O&M cost allocation process. 

The Facility Maintenance and Rehabilitation activity totals $1 12.2 million, which is a $943 thousand 
increase from the FY 2010 enacted level. 

The Dam Safety Program request of $95.2 million allows the continuation of safety of dams 
modifications at Folsom Dam, CA; Glendo Dam, WY; A.R. Bowman Dam, OR and begins modifications 
at Echo Dam, UT. The FY 201 1 request allows Reclamation to address ongoing dam safety risk 
management activities at Folsom Dam including potential reservoir overtopping and failure during large 
flood events, failure as a result of earthquake shaking, or potential failure associated with seepage erosion. 
Modifications alternatives consist of structural strengthening of the multiple features that impound the 
reservoir. Plans for modifications are being closely coordinated with the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 
which will result in a combined Federal project which will increase flood control and safety for the city of 
Sacramento, California. 

The Site Security Program request of $9.2 million is an increase of $1.9 million from the FY 2010 
enacted level. The increase is due to embankment mitigation at Anderson Ranch, Palisades, and Deer 
Flat, plus potential security modifications at key powerplants to ensure compliance with new North 
American Electric Reliability Corporation (NERC) Critical Infrastructure Protection Standards. Physical 
security enhancements will help protect Reclamation facilities from terrorist threats, other criminal 
activities, and unauthorized operation of water control systems. 
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Bureauwide FY 201 1 Overview 


Planned Accomplishments in FY 2011 

In FY 201 1, Reclamation will continue to seek WaterSMART grant proposals, fonnerly called challenge 
grants, to provide cost-shared funding for the following types of on-the-ground projects: (1) water 
conservation and efficiency projects that allow users to decrease diversions and to use or transfer the 
water saved; (2) water marketing projects with willing sellers and buyers, including water banks, that 
transfer water to other uses to meet eritical needs for water supplies; (3) projects that improve water 
management by increasing the use of renewable energy, by increasing operational flexibility (constructing 
aquifer recharge facilities or making system optimization and management improvements), or by 
addressing endangered species and other enviroimiental issues; and (4) pilot and demonstration projects 
that address the teehnical and economic viability of treating and using brackish groundwater, seawater, 
impaired waters, or otherwise creating new water supplies within a specific locale. Assistance will be 
available to States, Tribes, irrigation and water districts, and other entities with water or power delivery 
authority. Reclamation will also provide cost-shared assistance to universities, non-profits, and 
organizations with water or power delivery authority for research activities designed to conserve water, 
increase water use efficiency, or enhance the management of water resources, including developing tools 
to assess the impacts of climate change on water resources, and research that will increase the use of 
renewable energy in the management and delivery of water and power. Reclamation anticipates funding 
60 to 75 new projects in FY 201 1, including projects funded at $300 thousand per agreement and a small 
number of projects fumled at up to $1 million per agreement. 

Reclamation will continue implementation of the Basin Study Program, partnering with willing States and 
local governments to develop comprehensive water supply and demand studies that will incorporate the 
latest technology in climate change modeling to project future water supply scenarios. Reclamation will 
also conduct reconnaissance-level water supply and demand analyses through the West-Wide Climate 
EUsk Assessments, providing a foundation for future Basin Studies. Additionally, Reclamation will 
establish and begin implementation of two Landscape Conservation Cooperatives (LCC) in the Colorado 
River Basin, building on work initiated in FY 2010. The LCCs are an important part of the framework 
established by Secretary Salazar in Secretarial Order 3289, issued September 14, 2009, for all bureaus 
within Interior to coordinate climate change science efforts and resource management strategies. The 
LCCs are partnerships between Interior agencies and States, Tribes, non-Govemmental Organizations and 
other stakeholders that bring together science and resource conservation to inform adaptation strategies 
addressing climate change and other stressors within an ecological region, or “landscape.” 

Reclamation will continue implementation of the Title XVI Program, which is an ongoing activity that 
includes planning studies and construction of water recycling and reuse projects. Construction of 
additional projects authorized under Title XVI will be accomplished through an FY 201 1 Title XVI 
Funding Opportunity. Reclamation will post an announcement inviting eligible project sponsors to apply 
for funding and will review and rank the proposals received to identify projects for funding. Projects will 
be selected using criteria similar to the process Reclamation used for allocating ARRA funding that is 
focused on reducing existing diversions or addressing specific water supply issues in a cost-effective 
manner, addressing environmental and water quality concerns, and meeting other program goals. 

Funding will also be us ed for reviews of Title XVI feasibility studies, the coordination of data on program 
accomplishment, coordination between regional offices for consistency, and developing means to make 
the program more efficient and effective. 

Expected water savings from WaterSMART grant projects and Title XVI projects funded with FY 201 1 
appropriations will be applied to meet the Department’s water conservation high priority performance 
goal. Interior’s WaterSMART Program also includes participation from U.S. Geological Survey. For 
more on this goal, see page 75 in the Bureauwide section. 
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Reclamation will continue implementation of the Rural Water Program, partnering with willing States, 
Tribes, and other local entities to provide assistance with appraisal and feasibility studies. Assistance will 
be provided on a competitive basis in accordance with programmatic criteria, and a non-Federal cost 
share will be required. 

Research and Development (R&D) Program - will support the Department’s efforts to develop an 
integrated strategy for responding to climate change impacts as discussed above under The Water and 
Energy Management and Development section.. The R&D Office will continue to develop technologies 
to protect against zebra and quagga mussels with pilot test projects and best practices techniques. R&D 
will continue addressing the priorities identified by the 2008 report by the National Academy of Sciences, 
Desalination: A National Perspective which includes funding competitive research projects at 
Reclamation’s Brackish Groundwater National Desalination Research Facility at Alamogordo, New 
Mexico. 

Dam Safety Program - Continues planned ongoing safety of dams modifications activities at Folsom 
Dam — Reclamation’s highest priority dam safety risk, Glendo Dam, A. R. Bowman Dam, and begins 
modifications at Echo Dam. Preconstruction and project formulation activities are planned on 
approximately nine additional dams. 

Site Security -Embankment mitigation at Anderson Ranch, Palisades, and Deer Flat; installation of 
barriers and other security enhancements at several mission critical facilities, and modifications as needed 
to address NERC Critical Infrastructure Protection Standards. 

Native American Affairs Program - will continue Reclamation’s involvement in a variety of activities 
with Indian tribes. Activities include technical support to Indian water rights settlement negotiations 
making Reclamation resources available to Indian Country to assist tribal governments to protect, manage 
and develop water and related resources; and providing support for the Indian Self-Governance and Self- 
Determination programs. Native American Affairs Program plans to expand the use of the Design, Cost 
Estimating, and Construction (DEC) review process to assist in obtaining better designs and cost 
estimates. This will provide for the expanded use of DEC reviews for projects associated with pending 
Indian water rights settlements to improve the quality of their cost estimates. 

Planned Accomplishments in FY 2010 

Reclamation will seek WaterSMART grant proposals from irrigation and water districts, western States, 
and other entities with water delivery authority to fund the types of competitive water conservation and 
water management improvement projects described above. Reclamation estimates that funding will be 
awarded for 40-50 cost-shared projects, 

Reclamation will continue implementation of the Basin Study Program, partnering with willing States and 
local governments to develop comprehensive water supply and demand studies that will incorporate the 
latest technology in climate change modeling to project future water supply scenarios. Reclamation will 
fund studies of 2-3 basins that will be selected through a competitive process in 2010. 

Reclamation will continue implementation of the Title XVI Program, which is an ongoing activity that is 
budgeted for by the regions and includes planning studies and constniction of water recycling and reuse 
projects. Reclamation will participate in the planning or construction of approximately 19 
projects. 
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Expected water savings from WaterSMART grant projects and Title XVI projects funded with FY 2010 
appropriations will be applied to meet the Department’s water conservation high priority performance 
goal. 

Reclamation will begin implementation of the Rural Water Program, partnering with willing States, 
Tribes, and other local entities to provide assistance with appraisal and feasibility studies. Assistance will 
be provided on a competitive basis in accordance with programmatic criteria, and a non-Federal cost 
share will be required. 

R&D Program - Will continue work with other Federal agencies, university Regional Integrated Sciences 
and Assessments (RISA) centers, and western States to forecast the impacts of climate changes, develop 
and implement adaptation strategies, and provide training for western water managers. R&D will develop 
and publish with the U.S. Anny Corps of Engineers a detailed assessment on long-range climate change 
that is a continuation of work contained in the USGS Circular 1331, Climate Change and Water 
Resources: A Federal Perspective. The R&D Office will continue to develop technologies to protect 
against zebra and quagga mussels with testing of Psuedomonas llorescens bacteria, UV lamps and high- 
capacity filters, and coatings materials that will resist mussel colonization. Continue addressing the 
priorities identified by the 2008 report by the National Academy of Sciences, Desalination: A National 
Perspective which includes funding competitive research projects at Reclamation’s Brackish 
Groundwater National Desalination Research Facility at Alamogordo, New Mexico. 

Dam Safety Program - Continued planned ongoing safety of dam modifications activities at Folsom Dam. 
Completed safety of dams modifications at A.V. Watkins and Scofield Dams. Began planned 
modification activities at Glendo and A.R. Bowman Dams. Preconstruction and project formulation 
activities are planned on approximately eight additional dams. 

Site Security - Initiation of embankment mitigation at Anderson Ranch, Palisades, and Deer Flat , 
installation of physical security upgrades and enhancements at Mt. Elbert, Green Mountain, Estes PP, 
Olympus, and Flat Iron, plus installation of vehicle barriers at several mission critical facilities. These 
upgrades addressed recommendations that were developed and approved through comprehensive security 
risk assessments and embankment dam vulnerability studies. 

Accomplishments in F'Y 2009 

The Basin Study Program was initiated in FY 2009. Through this program, which implements Section 
9503 of the Secure Water Act, Reclamation provided cost-shared funding for Basin Studies in order to 
work with State and local partners to analyze the impacts of climate change on water and power facilities, 
and to identify mitigation strategies to adapt to climate variability and chronic water shortages. In 2009, 
the first year of program implementation. Reclamation received 24 letters of interest from non-Federal 
partners seeking to collaborate with Reclamation on a Basin Study. With the $4 million available in FY 
2009, Reclamation entered agreements to fund 3 studies in late 2009, including studies in the Colorado 
River Basin, the Yakima River Basin and the Milk River Basin. These are two-year studies that will be 
completed in early 2012. 

In FY 2009, Reclamation awarded funding under the Challenge grant program (now known as 
WaterSMART grants) for two types of activities: 1) improving Water Marketing and Efficiency, and 2) 
performing System Optimization Reviews. Twenty-two eooperative agreements have been awarded with 
the FY 2009 funding. In FY 2009, Reclamation also participated in the development of the Department’s 
water conservation high priority performance goal, which will be met through expected water savings 
from WaterSMART grant projects and Title XVI projects funded with FY 2010 and FY 201 1 
appropriations. 
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R&D Program - Accelerated research on technologies for infestation of aquatic invasive mussels, 
including testing on filters to keep mussels out of dam plumbing systems; coating materials that resist 
attachment by mussels; UV systems to prevent mussels from attaching to internal plumbing; treatment of 
infestations with chemicals and natural bacterial toxins to kill existing populations; systems for cleaning 
clogged pipes from structures; systems for underwater inspections for mussels. The R&D Office 
continued development of interagency partnerships and research projects to develop tools for projecting 
climate change impacts on water resources and adaptive strategies. The office supported the 
Departmental Climate Change Task Force, as well as preparation of the Reclamation, U.S. Geological 
Survey (DSGS), U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, and National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration 
publication; Climate Change and Water Resources Management: A Federal Perspective (USGS Circular 
1331). 

Dam Safety Program - Continued planned ongoing safety of dams modifications activities at Folsom, 

A.V. Watkins, and Scofield Dams. Completed safety of dams modifications at Stony Gorge, Deer Creek, 
Deer Flat, and Folsom (JFP Phase I and Dike 5) Dams. Preconstruction and project formulation activities 
were accomplished on approximately eight additional dams. 

Site Security - Physical security upgrades and enhancements were scheduled for installation at B.F. Sisk, 
C.W. Jones Pumping Plant, O’Neill Dam, Flaming Gorge Dam, and facilities associated with Loveland 
Control Center. These upgrades addressed recommendations that were developed and approved through 
comprehensive security risk assessments and embankment dam vulnerability studies. 

Federal Building Seismic Safety Program - Two of three phased construction activities for the seismic 
strengthening of the Provo Area Office Buildings were completed. The final phase was scheduled for 
completion in FY 2010. 

Planned Accomplishments for the American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009 

As a part of the American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009 (Recovery Act), Reclamation issued a 
second Challenge grant funding opportunity announcement in FY 2009, Opportunities for Challenge 
grant funding under the under the Recovery Act were open to larger water marketing and efficiency 
projects (i.e., $1 million to S5 million per agreement). Thirteen Challenge grant projects were identified 
for funding on August 20, 2009, 

Reclamation allocated a total of $1 35 million in Recovery Act funding to Title XVI Water Reclamation 
and Reuse projects, which enable water to be reused, thereby improving efficiency, providing flexibility 
during water shortages, and diversifying the water supply. Twenty-seven specific projects were identified 
for funding on July 1, 2009, following a review and ranking of requests for funding. 

Reclamation has dedicated $40 million of Recovery Act funding to address drought impacts in the West, 
primarily in California. On July 30, 2009, 34 recipients comprised of wildlife refuges, Tribes, and 
districts, were selected to receive ARRA funding for drought projects. The activities that will be 
completed with this funding include the installation of groundwater wells to supply water to Tribes, 
wildlife refuges, and agricultural and urban contractors; installation of temporary water lines to save 
permanent trees and vines; and enhancement of existing wells to increase efficiency. 

Reclamation will test 60 high-priority reservoirs for presence of mussels to enable resources to be 
targeted efficiently and accelerate identification and application of new methods for protecting our most 
critical power and water systems. Reclamation will accelerate deployment and field testing of currently 
promising technology at critical sites. 
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Reclamation will provide consistent and reliable information on the extent of mussels throughout the 
western U.S. to guide planning and management actions. Pilot systems will be implemented to protect 
water and power operations at current infested facilities to reduce O&M costs as a result of the 
infestation. Field tested technologies will be available to protect additional at-risk Reclamation 
hydroelectric plant, water and control and diversion facilities, as well as water district facilities. 
Reclamation will engage academic institutions and expand private industry capacity to address a growing 
market. 

Reclamation has allocated S32.3 million in Recovery Act funding to the Folsom Dam Piers and Gates 
Projects. The spillway gates and piers will be reinforced and strengthened to reduce their failure 
potential during seismic events. The funding enabled Reclamation to accelerate and complete the project 
four years earlier than previously scheduled. 

Reclamation's Federal Huilding Seismic Safety Program partnered with local contractors to complete 
designs and constmetion specifications for seismic risk reduction modifications to the Yuma Project 
Office Headquarters. Construction activities are scheduled to start in FY 2010 and projected for 
completion in FY 2011 
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LOCATION: The 17 Western States in Reclamation's Service Area. Work may be performed for 
other Federal entities on a reimbursable basis throughout the United States, 

DESCRIPTION/JUSTIFICATION: The Dam Safety Program continues to be one of 
Reclamation’s highest priorities. The program helps ensure the safety and reliability of Reclamation 
dams to protect the downstream public. 

Funding is requested for two main tasks: the Safety of Dams Evaluation and Modification Program 
and the Department of the Interior (DOl) Dam Safety Program, The Safety of Dams Evaluation and 
Modification Program identifies and evaluates safety of dams issues and implements modifications, if 
warranted, to reduce associated risks to the public. Two sub-tasks accomplish the Safety of Dams 
Evaluation and Modification Program: Safety Evaluation of Existing Dams and Initiate Safety of 
Dams Corrective Actions. In addition, Reclamation manages the DOl Dam Safety Program, which 
includes facilitation and guidance to other Interior agencies for their dam safety programs. 

Reclamation has reservoirs impounded by 476 dams and dikes. Of these structures, 370 dams and 
dikes would likely cause loss of life if they were to fail. These 370 structures, located at 246 different 
project facilities, form the core of Reclamation's Dam Safety Program. The program also includes 
seven dams that have become part of Reclamation projects through various legislation. 

Approximately 50 percent of Reclamation’s dams were built between 1900 and 1950, and 
approximately 90 percent of the dams were built before currently-used state-of-the-art design and 
construction practices. Aging dams, which lack state-of-the-art structural reliability features, place a 
great reliance on monitoring, examinations, and re-analyses as ongoing risk management activities to 
assure safe dam performance. A strong Dam Safety Program must be maintained to identify 
developing adverse performance within Reclamation’s inventory of aging dams and to catty out 
corrective actions expeditiously when unreasonable public risk is identified. 

The Safety Evaluation of Existing Dams (SEED) sub-task provides for performance monitoring, 
examinations, analyses, field data investigations, and technical studies and development activities on 
an ongoing or recurring basis for the 370 dams in the program. Program management activities are 
also included. These activities investigate and assess public safety risks associated with dam safety 
issues to determine if safety of dams corrective actions are warranted. If corrective actions are 
warranted, subsequent activities are funded by the Initiate Safety of Dams Corrective Action (ISCA) 
program. 

Adverse performance incidents at Reclamation dams are also investigated as a SEED activity. Actual 
fiscal year obligations will fluctuate based on the number and occurrences of incidents and the 
complexity of investigating each dam safety issue, 

SEED activities benefit the public downstream from Reclamation’s dams by ensuring prudent and 
reasonable practices are used to manage risks and to identify dam safety issues. Since these activities 
benefit the general public, they are not considered a project cost. The SEED program implements the 
"Federal Guidelines for Dam Safety" as directed by the October 4, 1979 Presidential memorandum. 

The Initiate Safety of Dams Corrective Action (ISCA) sub-task provides for safety of dams 
modifications and includes project fonnulation, approval, preconstruction, and construction activities 
for Reclamation’s dams having identified safety issues. As studies progress on any dam, changes in 
schedule or scope of work may occur due to increased knowledge of risks, changes in dam 
performance, or due to the impacts on critical water supplies from interim actions such as reservoir 
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restrictions. The ISCA appropriation request allows funding to be readily focused on priority 
structures based on an evolving identification of risks and needs within available funding. 
Modification reports, as required by the Reclamation Safety of Dams Act, are prepared and submitted 
to Congress for modifications with actual construction costs exceeding $1,250,000 (October 1, 2003 
price levels). Obligation of funds requires 15 percent repayment by project beneficiaries in 
accordance with the Reclamation Safety of Dams Act and subsequent amendments. 

The funding request for all Safety of Dams modifications originates in ISCA. After the modifications 
are approved, funding to initiate construction and future fiscal year funding to complete the project 
are transferred from the Dam Safety Program to Regional Offices budget to manage under the 
specific project. The approved and underway safety of dams modifications are listed on the Program 
Financial Data table. 

Dam Safety Program activities in ISCA are workload-driven based on the estimated scope and needs 
of specific projects, and funding requests are subject to annual fluctuations. 

Modification higliiights for the dams currentiy included in the ISCA request for which 
construction is ongoing (began in FY 2007) within the limits of enacted funding: 

Central Valley Project, Folsom Unit, Folsom Dam, California 
The dam safety issues are tlie potential for multiple features that impound the reservoir to be 
overtopped and fail during large flood events, fail as a result of earthquake shaking, or potential 
collapse from seepage problems. Modification alternatives consist of an auxiliary spillway and 
structural strengthening of the various features. Plans for modifications are being closely coordinated 
with the US Army Corps of Engineers resulting in a joint federal project which will provide increased 
flood damage control and safety for the city of Sacramento, California. 

Modification highlights for the dams currently included in the ISCA request for which 
construction is scheduled to begin in FY 2010 within the limits of enacted funding and latest 
information on risk: 


P-SMBP, North Platte Area, Glendo Dam, Wyoming 

The dam safety issue is the potential overtopping of the dam during extreme hydrologic events. The 
risk assessment estimates the annual loss of life due to hydrologic failure modes exceeds current 
Reclamation public protection guidelines and falls in the range of increased justification to take 
action. Modification alternatives will likely include raising the dam and dikes and construction of an 
emergency fuse-plug type spillway. 

Crooked River Project, A.R. Bowman Dam, Oregon 
The dam safety issue is the potential overtopping of the dam during hydrologic events. The risk 
assessment estima tes the annual loss of life due to hydrologic failure modes exceeds current 
Reclamation public protection guidelines and falls in the range of increased justification to take long- 
term action. Modification alternatives will likely include construction of a parapet wall to increase 
protection from overtopping. 
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Modification highlights for the dams currently included in the ISCA request for which 
construction is scheduled to begin in FY 2011 within the limits of enacted funding and latest 
information on risk: 


Weber River Project, Echo Dam; UT 

The dam safety issues are the potential deformation of the dam and failure of the spillway walls 
during an earthquake. The risk assessment estimates the annual loss of life due to seismic failure 
modes exceeds current Reclamation public protection guidelines and falls in the range of increased 
justification to take long-term action. Modification alternatives for the dam will likely include 
downstream foundation excavation and construction of a filtered berm. Modification alternatives for 
the spillway will likely include strengthening of the spillway foundation and walls and replacement of 
a portion of the spillway chute. 

ISCA funding is needed for developing corrective action alternatives, designs, modification reports 
and associated project approval activities, special studies, data collection, other preconstruction 
activities, construction and construction support activities, and design. When deemed effective, 
reservoir restrictions or other interim actions are implemented to help manage risks until 
modifications can be implemented. Generally, interim actions do not reduce the public's risk to the 
same level as a long-term corrective action. Reservoir restrictions will have economic impacts on 
water users and reduce recreation, fish and wildlife, and other benefits of the projects. 

In addition to the dams listed above and the dams involved in ongoing modification 
construction, dams that have concerns currently identified and scheduled for preconstruction 
activities in FY 2011 include: 

Altus Dam, W.C. Austin Project, OK. 

B.F. Sisk Dam, Central Valley Project, CA 
Boca Dam, Truckee Storage Project, CA 
Bull Lake Dam, P-SMBP, Riverton Division, WY 
East Canyon Dam, Weber Basin Project, UT 
Guernsey Dam, P-SMBP, North Platte Area, WY 
Hyrum Dam, Hyrum Project, UT 
Pathfinder Dam, North Platte Project, WY 
Scoggins Dam, Tualatin Project, OR 
Stampede Dam, Washoe Project, CA 

The funding request for the Department of the Interior (DOI) Dam Safety Program allows 
Reclamation to continue to coordinate and manage the program as the lead technical agency in the 
Department. Part 753 of the Department Manual and Secretarial Order No. 3048 assign responsibility 
to the Commissioner of Reclamation to advise and review other Department agencies in carrying out 
the “Federal Guidelines for Dam Safety” as directed by the October 4, 1979 Presidential 
memorandum. Consistent with the 1997 dam safety peer review team recommendations, the FY 201 1 
request includes technology development efforts focused on reducing uncertainties associated with 
dam performance and remote loading conditions to improve risk analysis practices. Development of 
a dam safety training program in cooperation with other Federal, and slate agencies, and the 
Association of State Dam Safety Officials will continue. 
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AUTHORIZATION: The Dam Safety Program is performed as directed by an October 4, 1979, 
Presidential memorandum to implement the "Federal Guidelines tor Dam Safety.” Corrective actions 
and associated studies on Reclamation dams and related facilities are authorized by P.L. 95-578, The 
Reclamation Safety of Dams Act, November 2, 1978, as amended by P.L. 98-404, Reclamation 
Safety of Dams Act Amendments of 1984, August 28, 1984. Additional authority is provided in P.L. 
106-377, dated October 27, 2000, which incorporated H.R. 4733 (later, H.R. 5483). Additional 
authority is provided in P.L. 107-1 17, the FY 2002 Defense Appropriations Act, dated January 25, 
2002. Additional authority is provided in P.L. 108-439, Reclamation Safety of Dams Act 
Amendments of 2004, December 3, 2004. The Contributed Funds Act, 43 U.S.C. 397a, Sundry Civil 
Appropriations Act for 1922, March 4, 1921, 41 Stat 1367, provides for non-Federal funding. 

APPROPRIATION CEILING: The 1978 Safety of Dams Act authorized $100 million to 
undertake necessary actions to provide for the safety of existing Reclamation dams and related 
facilities. All work done under the original Act is non-reimbursable. The Safety of Dams Act was 
amended in 1984 by authorizing $650 million more for dam safety purposes (by law the additional 
funds are indexed for inflation) and requiring a 15 percent repayment provision for future work 
performed under the Act. An additional $95 million of ceiling was authorized in P.L. 106-377, the 
FY 2001 Energy and Water Development Appropriations Act. An additional $32 million of ceiling 
authority was authorized in P.L. 107-1 17, the FY 2002 Defense Appropriations Act. An additional 
$540 million of appropriations ceiling authority was authorized in P.L. 108-439, Reclamation Safety 
of Dams Act Amendments of 2004, and a separate public law which was signed December 3, 2004. 
Approximately $678 million of the ceiling remained as of the end of FY 2009. By the end of FY 
20 1 0, a total of 82 dam modifications were completed under the authority of the Act. The Safety 
Evaluation of Existing Dams Program and the Interior Department Dam Safety Program are not 
subject to the authorization ceiling of the Safety of Dams Act. The out-year commitments created by 
the modifications that are scheduled to be awarded in FY 2010 and 2011 will not exceed the 
remaining authorization ceiling provided by the Reclamation Safety of Dams Act Amendments of 
1984 (Public Law 98-404), the FY 2001 Energy and Water Development Appropriations Bill (which 
added $95,000,000 of additional ceiling) (Public Law 106-377), the FY 2002 Defense Appropriations 
Bill (which added $32,000,000 of additional ceiling) (Public Law 107-1 17), and the FY 2005 
Amendment to the Safety of Dams Act, Public Law 108-439 (118 Stat 2627) which added 
$540,000,000 of additional authorization ceiling and increased the Commissioner’s authority from 
$750,000 to $1,250,000 (indexable for inflation). Currently authorized appropriations ceiling is 
expected to be sufficient until FY 2016. 
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PERFORMANCE INFORMATION: This project is aligned with the following Department of the 
Interior’s Strategic Plan end outcome goal: Deliver Water Consistent with Applicable State and 
Federal Law, in an Environmentally Responsible and Cost-Efficient Manner. The intermediate 
outcome is Operate and Maintain a Safe and Reliable Water Infrastructure. The Activity Based 
Costing/Management alignment includes 4L - Reduce Dam Safety Risks and 5A- Maintain 
Dams/Water Storage Facilities. 

Reclamation’s Safety of Dams Program contributes to the accomplishment of DOl Government 
Performance and Results Act (GPRA) Strategic Plan 2007-2012, Deliver Water Consistent with 
Applicable State and Federal Law in an Environmentally Responsible and Cost-Efficient Manner 
goal. The intermediate outcome is; Operate and Maintain a Safe and Reliable Water Infrastructure. 
The GPRA measures include amount of acre-feet of restricted capacity, and Water infra.structure is in 
fair to good condition as measured by the Facilities Reliability Rating. The Activity Based 
Costing/Management alignment includes; 4L- Reduce Dam Safety Risks. Additionally, the Safety 
of Dams Program has five Program Performance Improvement (PPl) measures. The following tables 
displays PPl measures used to inform budgetary and management decisions. The budget and 
performance measures are linked as follows: 


Safety of Dams 

Budget Area 

PPl Measure 

Safety Evaluation of 
Existing Dams (SEED) 

1 - Percent of Safety of Dams recommendations that have been 
completed 

3 - Percent of the Facility Reliability Rating related to dam safety 

4 - Complete Comprehensive Facility Reviews (CFR) of every 
high and significant hazard dam once every six years 

5 - Percent of Decision Documents related to dam safety issues at 
high and significant hazard dams, completed within 60 days of 
source document completion 

Initiate Safety of Dams 
Corrective Actions (ISCA) 

2 - Total Annualized Loss of Life per dam 


The Dam Safety Program SEED budget of $19.0 million carries out facility performance monitoring, 
Comprehensive Facility reviews (CFR), investigations, technical studies and decision documentation 
activities on an ongoing basis for Reclamation’s portfolio of 370 dams and dikes located throughout 
the 17 western states. Collectively, these activities result in an assessment of public safety risks 
associated with dam safety issues and determine if safety of dams corrective actions are warranted. 

Safety of Dams (SOD) recommendations are generated from the CFR (PPl measure 4), facility 
investigations and technical studies. Recommendations are made to further evaluate or to correct dam 
safety abnormalities or deficiencies. The number of recommendations completed indicates the long 
term effectiveness of the SEED Program in addressing dam safety deficiencies and long-term 
reduction of risks to the public, public safety, property and/or the environment. Work on SOD 
recommendations is prioritized based on the risk to the public and not based on the cost to complete. 
The total number of incomplete recommendations at the end of FY 2009 was 300. 

The ISCA budget is formulated based on the cost estimates to implement Safety of Dams 
modifications at Reclamation facilities having identified safety issues which exceed Reclamation’s 
Guidelines to protect the public. The ISCA budget carries out facility project formulation, approval, 
preconstruction, and construction activities. The ISCA budget allows funding to be readily focused 
on priority structures based on identification of risks and needs within available funding. The ISCA 
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funding is directed towards the highest-risk facilities. The iSCA modifications directly impact the 
Total Aknnualized Loss of Life per dam. This measure is an indicator of the ISCA effectiveness in 
reducing risk to the public. The Total Annualized Loss of Life per dam is computed on the portfolio 
of Reclamations dams on an ongoing basis. Since 2004, the total annualized loss of life per dam was 
reduced from 0.0067 to 0.0043 in FY 2009. Construction on modifications at Folsom Dam Facility 
began in the fail of 2007 and is scheduled to continue for approximately 12 years. Current estimates 
are that $50 million of the ISCA budget will be required for several years to complete the 
modifications at the Folsom Dam Facility. This will impact accomplishing modifications and risk 
reductions at other facilities and reducing the Total Annualized Loss of Life per dam over the next 
several years. Phased risk reductions are determined on modification projects that extend for multiple 
years. The relationship in the chart below between the performance measure and the ISCA budget 
shows the ISCA budget above the $50 million each year required for Folsom will result in a gradual 
reduction in the Total Annualized Loss of Life per dam. 


Safety of Dams ISCA Budget - Performance Integration 

ISCA Budget 

-a— Total Annualized Loss of Life per Dam (2010 - 2012 are Performance Targets) 



2006 2007 


2008 2009 2010 

Rscal Year 


2011 


2012 
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In November 2006 serious seepage was discovered through the foundation beneath A.V. Watkins 
Dam. Emergency repairs were completed in FY 2007, funded through the ISCA program. 
Construction of a permanent modification began in July 2008 and completed in November 2009, 
Available funding for A.V. Watkins in FY 2008 allowed acceleration of construction, resulting in the 
modification being completed and the reservoir restriction of 88,835 acre-feet being lifted nearly a 
year ahead of schedule. Early lifting of the restriction positively affected our GPRA goal 
UEM.4.0.2.Amount of Acre-feet Restricted Capacity. The early completion akso reduced the result of 
the Performance measure, Total Annualized Loss of Life per dam. 



Figure 1 - Contractor repairs the area where 
seepage was discovered at A.V. Watkins Dam in 
November 2006 - October 22, 2008 



Figure 2 - Contractor completes the cutoff wall 
through the dam crest - November21,2008 


COMPLETION DATA: This is an ongoing program. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 

Program Financial Data 


Activity 

FY 2010 


Facility Maintenance and Rehabilitation 



Department of the Interior Dam Safety Program 

$1,948,000 

$1,900,000 

Safety Evaluation of Existing Dams 

17,523,000 

19,000,000 

Initiate Safety of Dams Corrective Actions 

78,349,000 

74,274,000 

Request 

$97,820,000 


Non-Federal 

0 

HUHKI 

Prior Year Funds 

1 87,643 

0 

Total Program 

$98,007,643 

$95,174,000 

Prior Year Funds/Non-Federal 

(187,643) 

0 

Total Reclamation Allotment 

$97,820,000 

$95,174,000 
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Dam Safely Program 


1 Safety of Dams Modifications Currently Underway I 

Activity 

FY 2010 

FY 2011 

Facility Maintenance and Rehabilitation 



MP - CVP, Folsom Unit, Folsom Dam, CA 

$50,000,000 

45,000,000 

PN - Boise Project, Deer Flat Dam, ID 

100,000 

0 

UC - Weber Basin Project, A.V, Watkins Dam, UT 

50.000 

0 

GP - P-SMBP, North Platte Area, Glendo Dam, WY 

17,500,000 

19,500,000 

PN - Crooked River Project, A.R. Bowman Dam, OR 

5,000,000 

1,000,000 

UC - Weber River Project, Echo Dam, UT 

500,000 

4,000,000 

MP-CVP, B.F. 'sisk Dam, CA 

500,000 

500,000 

Other Constniction and Preconstruction Dams 

4,699,000 

4,274,000 

Total for Safety of Dams Modifications Currently Underway 

$78,349,000 

$74,274,000 


CENTRAL VALLEY PROJECT, FOLSOM UNIT, FOLSOM DAM, CALIFORNIA 


Total Cost Information 



Total 

Estimated 

Cost 


2/ ARRA 
Funding 

FY2010 

FY 2011 

Balance To 
Complete 

Folsom 

Dam SOD 


89,087,132 


iiiil 


192,312,868 


1/ Total costs through 9/30/09 include ARRA costs. 

2/ Remaining ARR,\ funds to be obligated in FY 2010. 


Folsom Dam and its Appurtenant Facilities, collectively referred to as the Folsom Facility, consist of 
12 retention structures which impound the American River forming Folsom Lake. These retention 
structures include:, a main concrete gravity dam and 1 1 earthfill embankments. The 1 1 earthfill 
embankments are designated as the Left and Right Wing Dams, located on each side of the concrete 
dam, eight dikes (Dike 1 through Dike 8), and Mormon Island Auxiliary Dam (MIAD). Folsom Lake 
has a capacity of approximately 1,000,000 acre-feet. 

Investigations conducted under Reclamation’s Dam Safety Program identified unacceptable risks to 
public safety from potential structural failure of several structures under hydrologic, seismic, and 
normal loading conditions. Failure of one or several features at the Folsom Facility would place a 
population of more than 500,000 at risk, with an expected life loss between 2 and 36,000 individuals, 
and property damage in excess of $70 billion. The annualized life loss estimates exceed 
Reclamation’s Public Protection Guidelines by factors ranging from 4 to 1 50. Reclamation’s 
guidelines require that expedited action be taken at several facilities. 

The structural modification planned for Folsom Dam is for the purpose of restoring the dam to a state- 
of-the-art structure capable of fulfilling its intended purpose. The risk reduction measures 
implemented allow for successful completion of the project according to schedule and within budget, 
This project maintains, but does not increase, the existing project and environmental benefits. 
Identified risks to the public, property, agriculture, environment, and cultural resources will be 
reduced to a level where further corrective actions are not justified by Reclamation guidelines. 
Therefore, the goal and objective of protecting the public and resource are satisfied by this project. 
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Dim Safety Program 


The dam safety issues are the potential for multiple features that impound the reservoir to be 
overtopped and fail during large flood events, fail as a result of earthquake shaking, or potential 
eollapse from seepage problems. Modifications alternatives will consist of an auxiliary spillway and 
structural strengthening of the various features. Plans for modifications are being closely coordinated 
with the US Army Corps of Engineers resulting in a joint federal project which will provide increased 
flood damage eontrol and safety for the city of Sacramento, California. 

The current dam safety preferred alternatives to reduce the risk to the downstream public at the 
Folsom Facility to acceptable levels include construction of an auxiliary fuseplug spillway, 
construction of filters and berms at Dikes 4, 5, and 6, construction of crest filters at Left Wing Dam 
and Right Wing Dam, Jet Grouting and Stability berm construction at MIAD, gate reinforcement at 
the concrete dam, and pier reinforcement at the concrete dam. These alternatives comprise the least 
cost technically viable solution that reduces the risk of dam failure to below Reclamation s guidelines. 
These alternatives ensure continued structural Integrity under all operating conditions, and maintain 
full project benefits at eurrent levels. The preferred risk reduction actions are recommended for 
implementation under the Reclamation Safety of Dams Act. In accordance with the Act, the need for 
corrective action at the Folsom Facility is based on state-of-the-art changes in hydrologic loading, 
seismic loading, structural reinforcement, and defensive measures for erosive embankments. 

The total estimated cost for the Folsom Dam Safety of Dams Modification is $408,000,000. The 
project began in 2004 and will be completed by 2021. 

IMPACTS OF RECOVERY ACT FUNDING: Funding from the American Recovery and 
Reinvestment Act of 2009 was approved for the Folsom Dam Piers and Gates Projects. The total 
ARRA funding of $32.3 million enabled Reclamation to accelerate and complete the Folsom Dam 
Piers and Gates Projects four years earlier than previously scheduled and has no affect on the program 
budget. 

WORK PROPOSED FOR FY 2011 

Facilities Maintenance and Rehabilitation - Continues dam safety risk management and risk reduction 
activities throughout Reclamation’s inventory of high- and significant-hazard dams. Continues ongoing 
safety of dams modification activities at Folsom Dam, CA, Glendo Dam, WY and A.R. Bowman Dam. 
Preconstruction and project formulation activities are planned on additional dams. The Safety of Dams 
Evaluation and Modification Program identifies and evaluates Safety of Dams issues at Reclamation 
dams and implements modifications to reduce associated risks to the public when warranted. Funding 
levels for risk reduction actions are workload driven based on scope and needs of specific Issues. 

Folsom Dam: Construction of the Joint Federal Project Phase 2 auxiliary spillway will be complete. 
Construction of filters and berms at Dikes 4 and 6 which began in 2009 will be completed. 

Construction will continue on the rehabilitation of the concrete dam spillway gates and piers. 
Construction for the foundation treatment at Mormon Island Auxiliary Dam will continue. 

Continues representation of the Department on the Interagency Committee on Dam Safety and 
continues managing the DOI Dam Safety Program which includes facilitation and guidance to other 
Interior Bureaus for their Dam Safety Programs. The request also provides funding for the 
independent oversight, review, and policy development activities of the Dam Safety Officer, 

Reclamation Request $95,174,000 
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Drought Emergency Assistance Program 


LOCATION : The 1 7 Western States in Reclamation’s Service Area and Hawaii for Title 1 activities, and 
the 50 U.S. States and territories for Title (I activities. 

DESCRIPTION/JUSTIFICATION: This program includes those activities related to administering the 
Reclamation States Emergency Drought Relief Act of 1991, as amended, to undertake activities that will 
minimize or can be expected to have an effect in minimizing losses and damages resulting from drought 
conditions. The major component of the program, contained in Title 1 of P.L. 1 02-250, relates to response 
activities taken during times of actual drought for construction of temporary facilities, the permanent 
construction of wells, or management and conservation measures that will or can be expected to minimize 
losses or mitigate damages resulting from drought events. Another part of the program. Title II, is a 
permanent authority and provides for technical assistance in the preparation of drought contingency plans 
to all 50 U.S. States and territories. 

AUTHORIZATION: The Reclamation Actof 1902, June 17, 1902; Reclamation States Emergency 
Drought Relief Act of 1991, P.L. 1 02-250, as amended March 5, 1992; P.L. 106-566, Section 201 (a), 
December 23, 2000, as amended by P.L. 109-234, Section 2306 (a) and (b), June 15, 2006; Title V, 
Chapter 3, P.L. 1 10-28, May 25, 2007. 

BUDGET PERFORMANCE INTEGRATION; This project is aligned with the following Department 
of the Interior 's Strategic Plan end outcome goal(s): Deliver Water Consistent with Applicable State and 
Federal Law, in an Environmentally Responsible and Cost-Efficient Manner. The intermediate outcome 
is; Effective Water Management to Optimize Supply. The performance measure is: Optimize Supply: 
Improvement in Existing Water Supply (acre-feet per year) Resulting from Management Agreements and 
Partnerships. The Activity Based Costing/Management alignment may include: 8J-Enhance Water 
Supply. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA: 
Program Financial Data 


Activity 

FY 2010 

FY 2011 

Water and Energy Management and Development 


$380,000 1 

Request 



1 Non-Federa! 

0^ 

0 

1 Prior Year Funds 

4,370,502 

0 

Total Program 

$4,833,502 

$380,000 

1 Prior Year Funds/Non Federal 

(4,370,502) 

0 

Total Reclamation Allotment 


$380,000 


IMPACTS OF RECOVERY ACT FUNDING: Reclamation has dedicated S40 million of American 
Recovery and Reinvestment Act (ARRA) funding to address drought impacts in the West, primarily in 
California. Thirty-four recipients comprised of wildlife refuges. Tribes, and districts, were selected to 
receive ARRA funding for drought projects. The activities that will be completed with this fiinding 
include the installation of groundwater wells to supply water to Tribes, wildlife refuges, and agricultural 
and urban contractors; installation of temporary water lines to save permanent trees and vines; and 
enhancement of existing wells to increase efficiency. There is no impact on the funding request for the 
Drought Emergency Assistance Program in FY 201 1 or in future years. 


Bureauwide - 70 


54862A 





















2387 


Drought Emergency Assistance Program 


WORK PROPOSED FOR FY 2011; 

Water and Energy Management and Development - Continue emergency drought relief activities to 
minimize and mitigate losses and damages resulting from drought conditions. The funds will be 
administered to primarily focus on funding activities and projects that will support Reclamation’s core 
mission to ensure the continued delivery of water and power benefits to the Western States. Reclamation 
will continue to use its authority under the Drought Act to assist States, tribes, and local governments to 
address the impacts of drought, including providing emergency on-the-ground assistance by drilling water 
wells and other measures to improve water conservation and water management; executing temporary 
contracts for water distribution; providing water on a temporary basis to meet requirements under the 
Endangered Species Act; and making water available for fish and wildlife mitigation and relief 

Reclamation Request - $380,000 
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Emergency Planning and Disaster Response Program 

LOCATION: The 17 Western States in Reclamation’s service area. 

DESCRIPTIONAIUSTIFICATION: The Emergency Planning and Disaster Response 
Program supports the Department of Homeland Security (DHS), the Federal Emergency 
Management Agency (FEMA), the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (COE), Bureau of Indian 
Affairs (BIA) and the Bureau of Land Management (BLM) nationwide and in American Trust 
Territories. The Continuity of Operations and the Emergency Notification System activities sei-ve 
Reclamation offices in Washington, D.C. and in the 17 Western States in Reclamation's service 
area. Reclamation also co-manages the Department of the Interior’s continuity of operations 
devolution site in conjunction with the USGS. 

There are four activities performed under this program. 

1) Continuity of Operations (COOP): The COOP activity deals with how Reclamation keeps 
up day-to-day business operations when there is a building fire, a natural or terrorist event that 
directly or indirectly impacts a Reclamation office. The COOP activity develops program 
guidance, provides technical assistance, and maintains oversight in the development and exercise 
of COOP plans for offices throughout Reclamation. These plans and exercises help ensure that 
Reclamation offices can continue essential functions when impacted by natural and man caused 
disasters. Reclamation also co-manages the Department of the Interior's devolution site in 
conjunction with the USGS and is responsible for plan maintenance, training and participation in 
annual national COOP exercises. 

2) Training and Exercises: Participation in interagency support and coordination on the 
national level to ensure Reclamation resources is utilized and appropriately protected. 
Reclamation’s periodic emergency management conference provides training and cross program 
knowledge between security, safety, law enforcement, emergency management and continuity of 
operations staff. Exercises are designed and conducted for Reclamation’s Washington Office, 
SSLE office, and National critical Infrastructure facilities to include orientations, focused drills, 
tabletops and functional exercises to measure the effectiveness of security, and ensure emergency 
plans are critiqued as appropriate. Emergency Action Plan are reviewed and exercises are 
conducted at Reclamation’s high and significant risk dams on a recurring schedule of orientation 
exercises annually, tabletop exercises every three years and functional exercises every six years. 
A similar exercise program exists for COOP plans at Reclamation’s five regional offices, 26 area 
offices, the Denver and Washington Offices. 

3) Communications: The Emergency Notification System (ENS): The ENS was established 
Department-wide to ensure that actual incident or warning information can be transmitted 
expeditiously between the field and the Department on a 24 hour basis. The ENS is also used by 
area and regional offices to obtain emergency technical assistance from the Technical Service 
Center in Denver. Secure Communications: Secure communications activities support 
Reclamation’s law enforcement, security and safety programs. This provides secure methods of 
communications and coordination for senior management and leadership. 

4) Disaster Recovery: The Disaster Recovery activity provides management and administration 
of Reclamation and DOI personnel in support of FEMA, and USAGE. Reclamation is the 
designated Executive Agent in support for the Department of Interior activation of the National 
Response Framework (NRF). Reclamation lias supported 40 FEMA/USACE disaster operations 
since 1 993. Providing disaster recoveiy support to FEMA and USAGE on a reimbursable basis 
also prepares Reclamation staff to respond to disasters at Reclamation facilities. This program 
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also provides management and administration in support of BIA and BLM on National Wildfires 
on a limited basis. Reclamation has been delegated Executive Agent for Emergency Support 
Function #3, Public Works and Engineering under the NRF for the Department of Interior. 
Reclamation also supports ESF # 1 1 (Agriculture and Natural Resources). 

AUTHORIZATION: Disaster Response; P.L. 93-288, dated May 22, 1974, as amended by P.L. 
100-707, Robert T. Stafford Disaster Relief and Emergency Assistance Act, dated November 23, 
1988; P.L. 84-99, Flood Control and Coastal Emergencies, dated June 28, 1955; Department of 
the interior, Departmental Manual, Series: Emergency Management, Part 900: Emergency 
Management Program, Chapter 1 : Policy, Functions, and Responsibilities, Chapter 4: 
Coordination of Emergency Incidents, Chapter 5: National Response Plan (NRP) Coordination. 
Effective Date: January 4, 2006, and the 2001 Federal Wildland Fire Management Policy. 
Emergency Notification System: Office of Management and Budget Memorandum, dated 
March 22, 1993; and Department of the Interior, Departmental Manual, Series: Emergency 
Management, Part 900: Emergency Management Program, Chapter 4: Coordination of 
Emergency Incidents. Effective Date: January 4, 2006. Continuity of Operations: Department 
of the Interior, Departmental Manual, Series: Emergency Management, Part 900: Emergency 
Management Program, Chapter I : Policy, Functions, and Responsibilities, Chapter 2; Continuity 
of Operations (COOP) Program, Chapter 3: National Security Emergency Preparedness (NSEP), 
Chapter 4; Coordination of Emergency Incidents. Effective Date: January 4, 2006; National 
Security Act of 1947, P.L. 93-288, dated May 22, 1974, as amended by P.L. 100-707, Robert!. 
Stafford Disaster Relief and Emergency Assistance Act, dated November 23, 1988; Executive 
Order (EO) 12148, Federal Emergency Management, dated July 20, 1979, as amended; EO 
12656, November 1 8, 1988, Assignment of Emergency Preparedness Responsibilities; and HSPD 
20 Continuity of Operations Issues, Federal Preparedness Directives 1 and 2 - Continuity of 
Operations. 

PERFORMANCE INFORMATION: This project is aligned with the following Department of 
the Interior ’s Strategic Plan end outcome goal: Deliver Water Consistent with Applicable State 
and Federal Law, in an Environmentally Responsible and Cost-Efficient Manner. The 
intermediate outcome is Operate and Maintain a Safe and Reliable Water Infrastructure. The 
Activity Based Costing/Management alignment includes 4H - Operate Dams/Water Storage 
Facilities. 

Reclamation’s Emergency Planning and Disaster Response Program supports the DOl GPRA 
Strategic Plan 2007-2012 through the outcome goal. Improve Protection of Lives, Resources and 
Property under the Public Safety and Security end outcome measure. The GPRA measure, Level 
of Emergency Preparedness as Measured by the Interior Readiness (1-READ) Index, was first 
reported in FY2008. The l-READ Index is divided up by four main functions: Overall 
Emergency Management Program, Continuity of Operations (COOP), Training and Exercises, 
and Disaster Response. Each of these major functions is highlighted in Reclamation’s 
Emergency Planning and Disaster Response budget structure. Reclamation reported on this 
measure in FY09 with an overall 1-READ score of 89 %. 

COMPLETION DATA: This is an ongoing program. 


Bureauwide - 23 


54862A 



2390 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 


Program Financial Data 


Activity 

FY 2010 

FY 20 1 1 

Facility Operations 



Disaster Response and Emergency Notification Systems 

$996,000 

$812,000 

Continuity of Operations Program 

379,000 

345,000 

Request 

$1,375,000 

$1,157,000 

Non-Federal 

0 

0 

Prior Year Funds 

2,098 

0 

Total Program 

$1,377,098 


Prior Year Futtds/Non-Federal 

(2,098) 

IHHIHB 

Total Reclamation Allotment 

$1,375,000 

$1,157,000 


WORK PROPOSED FOR FY 2011: 

Facility Operation - Continues management of disaster response mission assignments, National 
Response Framev/ork requirements, secure communications and related activities, and the 
Emergency Notification System. Continues the oversight of the Continuity of Operations activity 
and continues exercises of the developed COOP plans. The DOl devolution site will participate 
in a national COCIP exercise. Continue participation in DOl and interagency exercises and 
activities. Continues Reclamation's National Critical Infrastructure Exercise program, and 
continues accomplishment of DOl minimal training requirements of Continuity of Operations 
managers. National Incident Management System (NIMS), and Incident Command System 
training. 

Reclamation Request $1,157,000 


Bureauwide - 24 


54862A 




























2391 


Environmental and Interagency Coordination Activities 
LOCATION: The 17 Western States in Reclamation’s Service Area. 

DESCRIPTiON/JUSTIFICATION: This program provides for participation with other agencies and 
local interests in meetings and discussions to identify and define environmental problems and needs. 
These discussions will help determine appropriate courses of action to work with other agencies and local 
interests to collect and analyze basic data and information necessary to resolve interstate and interagency 
issues; to participate with other agencies to develop methods and procedures to evaluate environmental, 
social, and economic impacts associated with existing and future water resource programs; to provide 
information to public groups; and to review other agency resource management plans, environmental 
compliance documents, water and energy operating plans, and other water-related programs and plans to 
determine possible effects on current and future Reclamation activities. 

AUTHORIZATION: The Reclamation Act of 1902, June 17, 1902; and P.L, 91-190, National 
Environmental Policy Act of 1969, January 1, 1970. 

PERFORMANCE INFORMATION; This project is aligned with the following Department of the 
Interior 's Strategic Plan end outcome goal(s): Deliver Water Consistent with Applicable State and 
Federal law, in an Environmentally Responsible and Cost-Efficient Manner. The intermediate outcome is 
Effective Water Management to Optimize Supply. The Activity Based Costing/Management alignment 
includes 22 - Plan for Water and Related Use, 8J - Enhance water supply, 9D - Provide additional water 
to meet various needs. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 


Program Financial Data 


Activity 

FY2010 

FY 201 1 

Water and Energy Management and Development 

$2,075,000 

$1,883,000 

Enacted/Request 

$2,075,000 

$1,883,000 

Non-Federal 

0 

0 

Prior Year Funds 

0 

0 

Total Program 

$2,075,000 

$1,883,000 

Prior Year Funds/Non-Federal 

0 

0 

Total Reclamation Allotment 

$2,075,000 

$1,883,000 


WORK PROPOSED FOR FY 201 1: 

Water and Energy Management and Development - Continues general coordination and cooperation 
with other agencies and public groups to address critical short-term issues and problems which cannot be 
identified in advance. Activities include those mentioned in the Description/Justification section above 
and could also include participating in stream gauging programs, groundwater studies, surface and 
groundwater quality monitoring activities, meteorological data collection and analysis, geographical 
information system activities, and environmental data collection and analysis programs. Continues 
review of other agencies’ and private utilities’ resource management plans, environmental compliance 
documents, water and energy operating plans, and other water-related programs and plans to determine 
possible effects on current and future Reclamation activities. Continues to accomplish various 
Administration initiatives concerning water resources planning/technical standards, procedures, and 
guidelines; essential coordination with others; review and comment on reports and proposals by others; 
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Environmental and Interagency Coordination Activities 


negotiations and public workshops or hearings; information for public and interest groups; responses to 
new, relevant legislation and Executive Orders; short-term unanticipated analyses required by the 
Administration or congressional entities; and other related activities that affect existing and future 
Reclamation facilities or responsibilities. 

Reclamation Request SI, 883, 000 
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Environmental Program Administration 
LOCATION: The 17 Western States in Reclamation’s Service Area. 

DESCRIPTION/JUSTIFICATION: The program provides for the assessment, evaluation, study, and 
formulation of plans to ensure compliance with environmental law, policy, and initiatives. It also 
provides for the collection and analysis of data to determine legal positions and recommendations relative 
to the conservation of endangered or threatened species in compliance with the Endangered Species Act, 
and for meeting requirements of the National Historic Preservation Act. 

AUTHORIZATION; P.L. 89-665, National Historic Preservation Act, October IS, 1966; 

P.L. 91-190, National Environmental Policy Act of 1969, January 1, 1970; P.L. 92-500, Clean Water 
Act, October 18, 1972; P.L. 93-205, Endangered Species Act of 1973, December 28, 1973; 

P.L. 93-523, Safety Drinking Water Act of 1974, October 31, 1974; and Executive Order 11990, 

Wetlands Protection, May 24, 1977. 

PERFORMANCE INFORMATION: This project is aligned with the following Deparlment of the 
Interior’s Strategic Plan end outcome goal(s); Deliver Water Consistent with Applicable State and 
Federal law, in an Environmentally Responsible and Cost-Efficient Manner. The intermediate outcome is 
Effective Water Management to Optimize Supply. The Activity Based Costing/Management alignment 
includes 22 - Plan for Water and Related Use, 8J - Enhance water supply, 9D - Provide additional water 
to meet various needs. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 


Program Financial Data 


Activity 

FY 2010 

FY2011 1 

Fish and Wildlife Management and Development 

•SSOS.OOO 

$1,140,000 

Enacted/Request 

$898,000 

$1,140,000 

Non-Federal 

0 

0 

Prior Year Funds 

0 

0 1 

Total Program 

$898,000 

$1,140,000 

Prior Year Funds/Non-Federal 


0 I 

Total Reclamation Allotment 

$898,000 

$1,140,000 1 


WORK PROPOSED FOR FY 2011: 

Fish and Wildlife Management and Development - Continues work towards conserving, enhancing, 
and restoring fish and wildlife population and habitat with emphasis on native and threatened and 
endangered species recovery and restoration. Continues administrative support, oversight, and 
management of National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) processes and reviews. This includes the 
review, coordination, and comment on NEPA and other environmental documents prepared by other 
Federal, State, or local agencies. Continues administrative support in preparing and coordinating the 
annual Interagency Agreement with U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service under the Fish and Wildlife 
Coordination Act. Continues to establish baseline data and monitoring commitments in support of local 
resource initiatives and activities. Continues activities associated with endangered species on the 
Arkansas River Basin in Kansas and Oklahoma affecting the Arkansas River Shiner, the Speckled Chub, 
the Piping Plover and the Whooping Crane. Reclamation has three reservoirs which influence flow to 
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Environmenial Program Adniinishalion 

varying degrees within the Missouri River Corridor, The corridor provides habitat for numerous 
Threatened and Endangered and Candidate Species, as well as State Species of special concern. 

Reclamation Request $1,140,000 

SEE APPENDIX FOR: Obligations by Function for Operating Project 
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Examination of Existing Structures 
LOCATION: The 17 Western States in Reclamation’s Service Area. 

DESCRIPTION/JUSTIFICATION: The program provides for disseminating information on facility 
review and examination procedures related to facility operation and maintenance; updating and 
maintaining various operating documents and instructions; and the reviewing and evaluation of 
mechanical equipment and critical lifeline structures on Reclamation facilities. The program impels safe 
and proper operation of facilities, reducing in-service failures and excessive maintenance, and protects the 
Federal investment. 

AUTHORIZATION: Reclamation Act of 1902, June 17, 1902; and P.L. 260, the Reclamation Project 
Act of 1939, August 4, 1939. 

BUDGET AND PERFORMANCE INTEGRATION: This project is aligned with the following 
Department of the Interior 's Strategic Flan end outcome goal(s): Deliver Water Consistent with 
Applicable State and Federal Law, in an Environmentally Responsible and Cost-Efficient Manner. The 
intermediate outcome is: Operate and Maintain a Safe and Reliable Water Infrastructure, The 
performance measure is: Facilities Reliability: Water infrastructures are in fair to good condition as 
measured by the Facility Reliability Rating. The Activity Based Costing/Management alignment may 
include: 4H-Operate Dams/Water Storage Facilities, and 4M-Maintain Water Conveyance Facilities for 
Resource Use. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 


Program Financial Data 


Activity 

FY 2010 

FY 2011 

Facility Operations 

$2,647,000 

$2,668,000 

Facility Maintenance & Rehabilitation 

$4,722,000 

$6,369, 000 

Request 

$7,369,000 

$9,037,000 

Prior Year Funds 

$28,966 


Non-Federal Funds 



Total Program 

$7,397,966 

$9,037,000 

Prior Year Funds/Non-Federal 

(28,966) 


Total Reclamation Allotment 

$7,369,000 

$9,037,000 


IMPACTS OF RECOVERY ACT FUNDING: 

The American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009 (ARRA) provides funding specifically for 
inspections of canal reaches located in urbanized areas during FY 2009 and FY 2010, concluding in early 
FY 2011. 

WORK PROPOSED FOR FY 2011: 

Facility Operations - Continue activities to update and maintain Standing Operating Procedures and 
other operating documents in promoting safety and consistency in facility operating practices and 
procedures, 52,668,000 

Facility Maintenance and Rehabilitation - Evaluation, coordination, and dissemination of facility 
operation and maintenance information through workshops related to inspection and review practices and 
procedures for dams and associated (water-related) facilities. Initiates a concerted effort to evaluate and 
analyze information obtained from the Reclamation-wide inspections of canal reaches located in 
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ExuminuHon oj Existing Slnwliii-es 

urbanized areas that warrant further attention and to begin to address remedial measures for specific 
identified concerns. Additionally includes compilation and submittal of Reclamation-wide landslide 
surveillance and bridge inventory data. These actions promote the continued efficient and safe operation 
of Reclamation facilities. 

The increa.se in funding of S992,000 in FY 201 1 will focus emphasis on the evaluation and analysis of 
urbanized canal inspection information and to begin addressing necessary remedial measures. Also, the 
increase will provide for development of response plans, monitoring, and risk assessments for invasive 
mussels which have the potential to significantly impact Reclamation facilities and their operations. 
Based on the results of these completed inspections, the FY 201 1 budget request will provide funding 
explicitly targeted to begin necessary evaluations, analysis, and remedial measures related to specific 
canal reaches with identified concerns. 


56,369,000 


Reclamation Request 


59,037,000 
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Federal Building Seismic Safety Program 

LOCATION: The 1 7 Western States in Reclamation’s service area. Related work may be performed 
throughout the United States for other Federal entities on a reimbursable basis. 

DESCRIPTION/JTJSTIFICATION: The objective of the Federal Building Seismic Safety Program is 
to identify and mitigate unacceptable seismic risk in Reclamation’s owned and leased buildings, in order 
to provide a safe environment for our employees and the visiting public, Non-reimbursable risk 
identification activities include seismic screening and evaluation, risk assessment, rehabilitation cost 
estimating and planning, and repotting phases of the Seismic Safety Program which provides seismic 
safety assessments for Reclamation-owned buildings and plants. Reimbursable risk reduction activities 
include seismic rehabilitation designs and necessaiy modifications to Reclamation buildings determined 
to be unsafe to occupants during earthquakes. Facility replacement through new construction may be 
proposed for projects when shown to be the most cost-effective risk reduction alternative. Reclamation is 
also the coordinator for the Departmental program and funds Reclamation's share of that effort. 

In December 1998, the Department issued a report to the Interagency Committee on Seismic Safety and 
Construction (ICSSC) as required by E.xecutive Order 12941. The ICSSC then submitted it to Congress. 
Reclamation’s report identified seismically deficient buildings in the owned-building inventory and the 
cost to rehabilitate these deficient buildings. In FY 1999, and in prior years. Reclamation program 
funding needs were based on risk identification activities. The Program identified 3 1 of 2900 buildings in 
Reclamation’s inventory where seismic risk reduction projects are justified. Beginning in FY 2000, 
Reclamation’s program began its requests for funds to mitigate the unacceptable risks. To date, the 
Program has completed risk reduction on 13 of those projects and continues to evaluate, schedule, 
prioritize and fund risk reduction activities for those remaining high risk buildings. 

In FY 2003, the Program began establishing guidelines and methodologies for identifying seismic risk in 
Reclamation-owned major pumping and power plants (plants). The Program has since begun to identify 
seismic risk in plants and develop associated risk reduction and prioritization methodologies. 

AUTHORIZATION: Reclamation Act of 1902, June 17, 1902; Executive Order 12941, December 
1994, "Seismic Safety of Federally Owned or Leased Buildings;” P. L. 101-614, November 16, 1990; and 
P. L. 105-47, October 1, 1997, Amendments to the National Earthquake Hazards Reduction Act of 1997, 

PERFORMANCE INFORMATION: This project is aligned with the following Departmen! ofihe 
Interior 's Strategic Plan end outcome goal: Deliver Water Consistent with Applicable State and Federal 
Law, in an Environmentally Responsible and Cost-Efficient Manner. The intermediate outcome is 
Operate and Maintain a Safe and Reliable Water Infrastructure. The Activity Based Costing/Management 
alignment includes 5C- Maintain Buildings. 

COMPLETION DATA: Based on current planning and funding requests, completion of risk 
identification activities in plants and risk reduction activities in Reclamation owned (not transferred) high 
risk facilities is scheduled for FY 2013. 
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SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 


Program Financial Data 


Activity 

FY 2010 

FY 201! 

Facility Maintenance and Rehabilitation 

$1,344,000 

$1,140,000 

Request 

$1,344,000 


Non-Federal 

0 

IHiliilUBI 

Prior Year Funds 

7,8 ii 

0 1 

Total Program 

$1,351,811 


Prior Year Fund.s/Non-Federal 

(7,811) 


Total Reclamation Allotment 

$1,344,000 

$1,140,000 


Activity 

Number 

Buildings 

Complete 

/ 

To-Do 

Cost-Thiu FY 2009/ 
Projected Budget Needs 
Thru Completion 

Target 

Completion 

Program Management'' 

NA 

NA 

$3 .4m/ Sl.Om 



2822 

2822/0 

$0 / $0 

■QQQSgi 



2010/0 


FY 1998 

Risk ID Buildings 

812 

810/2 

$5.02m/ $lk 

FY 2010 

Rehab Activities Buildings"' 

31-'' 

msBEm 


FY20I3 

Risk ID Plants 

35 

3/32 

$2.28m / $2.0m 

FY 20 1 3 


Program Estimates $20.44m / $5.4m FY20I3 


'' Program Management include costs for inventory, exemption applications, Regional and Area Office 
coordinators, program development, deployment and management. 

■' Rehabilitation Activities include reimbursable and non-reimbursable costs related to risk reduction. 
Values are adjusted as assessments are completed and final risk is assessed. Total includes 14 reserved 
and 17 transferred works. 

Amounts do not include portfolio funding for transferred works (17 facilities at $2.8M). 



1/ Total 
Estimated 
Cost 

Total to 
9/30/09 

2/ ARRA 
Funding 

FY 2010 

FY 2011 

Balance 

To 

Complete 

Yuma Seismic 

Rehabilitation 

Modification 


$80,980 

$1,960,000 

$0 

$0 

$0 


1/ Total ARRA costs through 9/30/09. 
2/ Total ARRA funding. 


IMPACTS OF RECOVERY ACT FUNDING: Funding from the American Recovery and 
Reinvestment Act of 2009 was approved for the seismic rehabilitation of the Yuma Area Office 
Building, Yuma AZ which was scheduled to begin in FY 2010. Project management and 
construction activities are scheduled to continue through FY 20 1 1 . ARRA funding facilitated an 
early start and completion. 
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WORK PROPOSED FOR FY 2011: 

Facility Maintenance and Rehabilitation - Continues seismic risk identification activities in 
buildings and plants. Seismic risk identification activities in five major plant structures are 
planned for FY 201 1. Continues modification activities to mitigate the seismic risk in the highest 
priority Reclamation reserved facilities that were identified in the December 1998 Interior 
Seismic Safety Program Report or during the subsequent risk identification activities. Continue 
to update the dynamic listing of prioritized rehabilitation candidates among the buildings and 
plants already identified to ensure the direction of resources to the highest priority projects. 
Continues the cooidination of the Department Seismic Safety Program for buildings and directs 
resources to the coordination of the Reclamation Program. Uses portfolio funding to direct 
reimbursable, seismic rehabilitation project costs to the highest priority reserved facilities, 
recognizing that replacement through new construction may be the most economically viable risk 
reduction alternative. 

Reclamation Request $1,140,000 
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General Planning Activities 
LOCATION: The 17 Western States in Reclamation’s Service Area. 

DESCRIPTION/JOSTIFICATION: Funds are used to accomplish various administrative water 
resource management initiatives, develop analytical tools and training materials relevant to investigation 
activities, resolve general Reclamation investigation guideline issues, conduct short-term unanticipated 
investigation activities not funded by other investigation programs, perform preliminary technical 
examination of local problems and needs, and participate on State and Federal study teams. 

AUTHORIZATION: The Reclamation Act of 1902, June 17, 1902. 

PERFORMANCE INFORMATION: This project is aligned with the following Department of the 
Interior's Strategic Plan end outcome goal(s): Deliver Water Consistent with Applicable State and 
Federal Law, in an Environmentally Responsible and Cost-Efficient Manner. The intermediate outcome 
is: Effective Water Management to Optimize Supply. The performance measure is; Optimize Supply: 
Improvement in Existing Water Supply (acre-feet per year) Resulting from Management Agreements and 
Partnerships. The Activity Based Costing/Management alignment may include: 22-Plan for Water and 
Related Resource Use. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 


Program Financial Data 


Activity 

FY 2010 

FY2011 

Water and Energy Management and Development 

$2,099,000 

$2,347,000 ] 

Request 

$2,099,000 

$2,347,000 

Non-Federal 

0 

0 

Prior Year Funds 

0 

0 

Total Program 

$2,099,000 

$2,347,000 

Prior Year Funds/Non-Federal 

0 

0.1 

Total Reclamation Allotment 

$2,099,000 

$2,347,000 1 


WORK PROPOSED FOR FY 201 1 : 

Water and Energy Management and Development - Continues the review of data and reports from 
others that might affect Reclamation interests. Conducts critical short-term investigation activities not 
funded by other investigation programs. Continues to maintain and develop numerical models and 
effectively respond to technical requirements of Reclamation and its study partners. 

Continues to coordinate Reclamation water quality activities with ongoing programs and initiatives of 
other Federal, State and local agencies, including Native American Tribes. Continues initial coordination 
of wastewater reuse activities, including meetings with potential project sponsors. Continues preparation 
of regional status reports, budget documents, and general investigations program administration and 
advance scoping of potential activities. 

Continues to respond to administrative, congressional, and public inquiries regarding planning activities 
which are not included in the current year program. Provides staff training in investigation process and 
policy guideline development. Participates in partnership activities and responding to unprogrammed 
work related to fish, wildlife, and environmental activities including coordination and mutual program 
development. 

Continues assistance in completing special studies, formulating new studies, and providing short-term 
(less than one year) technical assistance to partners in areas not covered by other investigation programs. 
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Supports strategic planning activities at the Regional Office, with primary emphasis on activities that 
cross interregional boundaries or Geographically Defined Program, such as Reclamationwide tasks, 
interstate agreements, technical assistance, and unanticipated short-term investigations. 

Reclamation Request 52,347,000 
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LOCATION: The 17 Western States in Reclamation’s Service Area. 

DESCRIPTION/JUSTIFICATION: The program provides for land management and resources 
activities on lands managed by Reclamation. Tliis work includes liaison with cooperating land 
management entities and other administrative activities to ensure the soil and hazardous waste 
management, pest and invasive species management, cultural resources management and compliance 
activities, fire management plans, and other related contractual arrangements are properly administered. 
This program provides for resource management planning studies which are used to determine future 
management and utilization of the lands within Reclamation’s jurisdiction. In addition, this program 
provides direct operation, maintenance, and replacement activities required to protect resources on land 
where it has not been possible to secure management by an administering agency and helps meet 
requirements of the Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA), the Architectural Barriers Act, and Section 
504 of the Rehabilitation Act. 

The program includes completing the identification of Native American Graves Protection and 
Repatriation Act (NAGPRA) items in Reclamation collections and repatriation of burial items to the 
appropriate affiliated Tribes, as welt as the disposition of NAGPRA items newly discovered on 
Reclamation lands. 1 he program includes contracts for boundary surveys and fencing, aerial 
photography, geographic information system activities, and office support services. 

AUTHORIZATION: Reclamation Act of 1902, June 1 7, 1902; the Antiquities Act of 1 906, 

June 8, 1904; P.L. 260, the Reclamation Project Act of 1939, August 4, 1939; P.L, 89-665, the National 
Historic Preservation Act of 1966 (NHPA), October 15, 1966; P.L. 91-512, Resource Recovery Act 
(RRA), October 26, 1970; P.L. 93-14, Solid Waste Disposal Act-Extension, April 9, 1973; P.L. 93-291, 
Archeological and Historic Preservation Act of 1974, May 24, 1974; P.L. 94-580, Resources 
Conservation and Recovery Act of 1976 (RCRA), October 21, 1976; P.L. 95-341, American Indian 
Religious Freedom Act of 1978, August 1 1, 1978; P.L. 96-95, Archeological Resources Protection Act of 
1979, October 31, 1979; P.L. 96-510, Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation and 
Liability Act of 1980 (CERCLA), December 1 1, 1980; P.L. 99-499, Superfund and Reauthorization Act 
of 1986 (SARA), October 17, 1986; P.L. 101-508, Toxic Substance Control Act (TSCA), 

November 5, 1990; P.L. 101-60 l,Native American Graves Protection and Repatriation Act, 

November 16, 1990; P.L, 90-480, Architectural Barriers' Act of 1968, August 12, 1968; P.L. 93-1 12, 
Section 504 of the Rehabilitation Act of 1973, as amended September 26, 1973; Executive Order 12906, 
April 11,1 994; P.L. 104-1 70, The Federal Insecticide, Fungicide and Rodenticide, as amended, 

August 3, 1996; Executive Order 131 12 Invasive Species, February 3, 1999; Executive Order 13423 
Strengthening Federal Environmental, Energy, and Transportation Management, January 26, 2007. 

COMPLETION DATA: This is an ongoing program. 

BUDGET AND PERFORMANCE INTEGRATION: This project is aligned with the following 
Deparlmern of the Interior's Strategic Plan end outcome goal(s): (1) Protect Cultural and Natural 
Heritage Resources; the intermediate outcome is Cultural Resources; the performance measure is; 

Percent of collections in DOl Inventory in Good condition; and the Activity Based Costing/Management 
alignment may include D9-Protect Cultural and Natural Resources. (2) Sustain Biological Communities 
on DOl Managed and Influenced Lands and Waters: the intermediate outcome is: Invasive Plant Species; 
the performance measure is: Percent of baseline acres infested witli invasive plant species that are 
controlled; and the Activity Based Costing/Management alignment may include 7P-Control Invasive 
Plants. (3) Deliver Water Consistent with Applicable State and Federal Law, in an Environmentally 
Responsible and Cost-Efficient Manner; the intermediate outcomes are: Operate and Maintain a Safe and 
Reliable Water Infrastructure; and the Activity Based Costing/Management alignment includes 8E - 
Manage Project Lands. (4) Improve the Quality and Diversity of Recreation Experiences; the 
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Land Resources Management Program 


intermediate outcome is Improve Capabilities to Provide Access for Recreation; and the Activity Based 
Costing/Management alignment includes 50 - Manage Recreation. 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 


Program Financial Data 


Activity 

FY 2010 

FY20n 

Land Management and Development 

$8,236,000 

$10,665,000 

Enacted/Request 



Non-Federal 

0 

0 

Prior Year Funds 

123,779 

0 

Total Program 

$S,359,77?i 


Prior Year Funds/Non-Federal 


0 

Total Reclamation Allotment 

$8,236,000 

$10,665,000 


WORK PROPOSED FOR FY 2011: 

Land Management and Development - Continues to facilitate Reclamation’s overall compliance with 
applicable Federal laws, regulations. Executive Orders (E.O.), Department of the Interior (Department) 
policies, and Reclamation policies. Directives and Standards, and guidelines; specifically, pest 
management program administration and implementation of Reclamation’s Integrated Pest Management 
Manual and Presidential E.O. 1 3 112 on Invasive Species. For hazardous materials management program 
administration, technical assistance to the field for the Comprehensive Environmental Response 
Compensation and Liability Act (CERCLA), the Resource Conservation Recovery Act (RCRA), and the 
Toxic Substances Control Act (TSCA), for fire management plans, the Secretary’s 2001 Federal Fire 
Policy. 

The Departinent’s Centralized Billing and Direct Billing Activities : Funding in FY 201 0 continues to 
fund support services and common services provided by the Department which are assessed through the 
Department’s Working Capital Fund (the Centralized Billing). Such common service costs include: 

Invasive Species Council - The National Invasive Species Council (NISC) provides coordination and 
leadership for invasive species program and activities throughout the Federal Government. Invasive 
species are non-native or alien species that harm the economy, environment, and in some cases 
human health. E.O. 1 3 122, signed in 1999, established the Council and designated the Secretaries of 
the Interior, Agriculture, and Commerce as co-chairs. Other members include the Departments of 
Transportation, Defense, Health and Human Services, State, Homeland Security, and Treasury, as 
well as the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA), U.S. Trade Representative, and U.S. Agency for 
International Development. The E.O. states that the Secretary of the Interior shall provide for staffing 
and support of the NISC and the Invasive Species Advisory Committee (ISAC), which is a group of 
diverse, non-Federal experts and stakeholders, tasked with providing outside input and advice to the 
Council. The Department billing methodology is based on the size of the bureau’s invasive species 
programs. By E.O., the Department of the Interior must maintain the NISC and ISAC. 

$226,700 

Invasive Soecies Department’s Coordinator - The Department’s Coordinator coordinates the Invasive 
Species Program among the various bureaus and program offices of the Department and is the 
Department’s representative on the Invasive Species Council. The Department billing methodology 
is based on the size of the bureau’s invasive species programs. By E.O., the Department must 
maintain the NISC and ISAC. 38,300 
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Environmental and Disposal Liabilities (EDL: AKA: Asbestos-Related Cleanup Cost Liabilities) - 
The Department established this program to ensure that bureaus within the Department identify and 
report environmental liabilities, and that the amounts reported are complete and accurate, within a 
reasonable certainty. Funding proposed in FY 2010 would provide additional funds for activities 
associated with meeting the asbestos cleanup liability requirement, internal control reviews of the 
EDL program, and the EDL Workgroup. 18,700 

FedCenter - The program funds the Department’s share of support costs from the Federal Facilities 
Environmental Stewardship and Compliance Assistance Center (FedCenter), a joint initiative between 
EPA, the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, and the Office of the Federal Environmental Executive to 
establish an ail-services technical and compliance assistance center to help Federal environmental 
officials better address their environmental needs. 2,700 

E-Oov Travel - E-Gov Travel is a government-wide, web-based, end-to-end travel system/service, 
and is one of five General Services Administration (GSA) managed E-Gov initiatives in the 
President’s Management Agenda. This program will replace more than 250 different travel booking, 
authorization and financial systems across the Federal government. It will also align all GSA travel 
programs, including air, lodging and policy into an integrated platform of shared services to better 
serve travelers. The Department’s billing methodology is based on the number of travel vouchers 
processed per bureau. 65,400 

Renewable Energy Certificates - The purchase of renewable energy certificates is necessary to ensure 
compliance with the Energy Policy Act of 2005, which stipulates that an increasing percentage of 
electric energy purchases by the Federal government must be from renewable energy sources. These 
targets may be met through the purchase of "green energy" from utility companies, on-site renewable 
energy projects, or the purchase of renewable energy credits. The majority of the Department’s 
renewable energy is produced through individual onsite renewable energy projects, but since these 
projects are not yet sufficient to meet the new requirements, the Department must purchase renewable 
energy certificates and "green energy" to fill the gap. 6,800 

Alternative Dispute Resolution (ADRf Training - This program will support the increased use of 
alternative dispute resolution processes and conflict management practices. The program will train 
attorneys, supervisors, and ADR neutrals to improve their conflict management and negotiation skills 
and use ADR to lower litigation costs. The Department will provide ADR training in 2009 to 
eliminate duplicative ADR training costs and avoid future litigation by improving conflict 
management skills. Supervisors will be trained to recognize conflict and use it as an opportunity to 
create change and build relationships, use conflict handling strategies, increase the use of 
collaborative problem solving approaches, and increase the awareness and engagement of all affected 
parties in the resolution of conflict. In-house neutrals will receive training to enhance their 
negotiation skills through the use of an experiential and shared learning mod, create opportunities for 
team-building that supports a single Department-wide approach to conflict resolution, increase 
awareness of state-of the-art resolution techniques and practices, and ensure sound grounding in 
policy, legal, and other program management requirements. Finally, attorneys will be trained to 
develop interest-based negotiations skills necessary to engage in conflict resolution and collaborative 
problem-solving processes, participate as advocates in mediations or other conflict resolution 
processes, and become more educated about tlie benefits of early collaboration and conflict resolution 
to resolve litigation by negotiating a mutually acceptable resolution of competing interests in 
situations where a legal precedent is not the preferred outcome. 4,200 
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Accountability Team - This program will perform accountability reviews of Human Resource 
programs and initiatives throughout the Department. 41,900 

DPI LEARN - This program supports DPI LEARN, an automated web-based learning management 
system that captures, locates, requests, approves, monitors, and reports training and employee 
development activities throughout the Department. The Department’s billing methodology is based 
on the number of users per bureau. 1 24,700 

Victim Witness -The Department is hiring a Victim Program Coordinator who will provide DPI 
Law enforcement officers with training on the rights and needs of crime victims to enhance the ability 
of officers to assist victims of federal crime. The coordinator develops practices, training, and 
technical assistance for implementing victim rights. The position is required by law to provide victim 
witness assistance. In prior years, the Department of Justice provided funding for this position - the 
interagency agreement providing funding for this position terminates in FY 2010. 13,500 

Threat Management - Tliis project is driven by the need to detect potential network threats. A tool 
will be implemented to determine the source and content of data being accessed by external sources. 

40,100 

Electronic Records Management (ERM) - The ERM is an initiative to develop policies, procedures, 
and requirements for the development of an ERM System for the Department. The Department has 
established records management systems for letaining and retiring paper records but does not have an 
electronic system to assist employees in the day-to-day creation, management, and disposition of 
electronic records. This requires e-mail and other electronic documents that are records to be printed 
to paper and filed in an approved record keeping system. The purpose of this project is to provide the 
Department with an enterprise-wide, centralized approach to ERM. An ERM system will provide the 
following benefits to the Department and its bureaus: mechanisms for managing agency records 
through their life-cycle, as required by law; enterprise-wide systems or cross-agency collaboration to 
reduce the cost associated with operation multiple, disparate records management systems, including 
administration, maintenance, training, etc.; a central system to provide the ability to read records 
beyond the life of the system that created them, thus alleviating the need to maintain outdated 
software; and providing a central access point to active an inactive records of an agency. The 
Department billing methodology is based on the size of the bureaus Information Technology (IT) 
budgets (but the methodology is under review). 1 79,600 

Immediate Office of the Secretary Collaboration - This program is responsible for centrally hosting 
IT systems that are utilized by the Department’s Office of the Chief Information Officer (OCIO). 

72,800 

Data-at-Resl - This project will put encryption software on mobile devices, primarily laptops, to 
reduce the risk to Personally Identifiable Information or other sensitive information on those devices 
if they are lost or stolen. 3,100 

Logging Extracts - The purpose of this program is to improve the Department’s security posture with 
a solution that protects any data extract at the file level anywhere, anyplace, at anytime, including the 
issue of encryption, access control to the data, and audit of specific file level actions from anywhere 
in the Department-wide area network. 26,900 

OCIO Project Management Office - The office coordinates and oversees Department-wide IT 
initiatives implemented by the OCIO. 77,500 
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Radio Project Management Office - A Radio Program Office is being established to oversee and 
manage radio assets and systems across the Department. 1 14,400 

IT Asset Management - This program utilizes a set of IT processes and tools that are integrated with 
other strategic systems, such as financial management, network and systems management, etc. 

26,600 

Financial & Business Management System fFBMSf Master Data Management: This program is 
responsible for maintaining accurate financial data within FBMS. The overall strategy for updating 
FBMS master data defines two broad categories of activity; (1) vendor updates and vendor-related 
activities; and (2) system options and accounting maintenance activities. In addition to work 
identified within the Memorandum of Understanding between NBC and the FBMS Project 
Management Office, the NBC will also begin maintaining property tables as part of the project’s 
fourth deployment in October 2008. The billing methodology is based on the amount of services 
requested. Computer processing costs are based on SRU usage, and system administration costs are 
based on prior year actual cost. 271 ,900 


NBC FBMS Conversion: This activity will carry out NBC’s conversion from its legacy accounting 
system to FBMS. Staff within NBC’s Accounting Operations and Financial Systems divisions will 
need to be supplemented to ensure that O&M activities and conversion activities can be performed 
concurrently. The billing methodology is based on each bureau’s percentage share of NBC 
centralized billing revenue (per the 2009 President’s Budget). 27,800 

Federal Assistance Award Data System - This activity reimburses the Department’s payment to the 
Bureau of the Census, which is the designated executive agent responsible for maintaining data 
pertaining to financial assistance awards made by federal agencies to all types of recipients. The 
estimates are based on the anticipated number of awards granted by each bureau or office. 

2,800 

Financial Assistance Training - This funding provides training for bureau financial assistance 
communication liaisons and financial assistance and contracts staff persons who administer grants 
and cooperative agreements on a full-time basis. The 2010 and 201 1 estimates are based on the 
number of employees that participated from each bureau in 2009. 9,600 

Federal Relay Service - This funding covers Reclamation’s share of the Department’s cost for the 
Federal Relay Service, which provides federal employees who are deaf, hard-of-hearing, blind, or 
have speech disabilities equal communication access. 2,300 

Imagery for the Nation tlFTNI - In conjunction with continued Department of the Interior funding 
support to cover Federal public lands, the U.S. Department Agriculture’s (USDA) National 
Agriculture Imagery Program (NAIP) within the Farm Service Agency (FSA) has determined that it 
can increase the frequency of 1 -meter imagery acquisition and update from five to three years. The 
Department of the Interior is the manager of Federal public lands and therefore is a natural partner for 
FSA in coordinating a unified approach to the acquisition of national imagery. The 1-meter imagery 
would be acquired through FSA’s contract with the private sector. FSA would inspect the imagery 
for quality assurance, deliver a copy of the imagery to each contributing partner, and provide the data 
to the uses where it can be archived and made available to the public. The Department of the 
Interior (DOl) bureaus already secure similar data on an ad hoc, decentralized basis and view the 
coordinated approach of the NAIP partnership as a distinct improvement that will lead to process 
efficiencies and cost savings. The USDA-DOI partnership would ensure a decreased acquisition 
cycle and establish a more systematic cost-sharing process. The Bureau of Reclamation’s water, land, 
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and environmental resources program would benefit from this consolidated approach. This activity 
is projected to be a three year action. First year funding occurred in FY 2009 through the 
Department’s Direct Billing methodology. 60.900 

Other Anticipated Department of the Interior Working Capital Fund Assessments Cost 
Increases : 299,820 

The increase to the Departmental Assessments budget reflects an increase of the Bureau of Reclamation’s 
share of new DOI Assessments including new activities such as: Environmental and Disposal Liabilities; 
FedCenter; new IT initiatives such as Threat Management, Immediate Office of the Secretary 
Collaboration, IT Asset Management, and Continuous Monitoring; and FBMS Master Data Management 
and NBC FBMS Conversion. 

Total, Department and NBC Centralized Billing and Direct Billing Activities $1,762,120 

Administration of Section 504 Activities: Continues field Inspections and survey of Reclamation 
facilities to determine program deficiencies and retrofitting requirements to meet the requirements of the 
Section 504 of the Rehabilitation Act, Title II of the ADA, and the Architectural Barriers Act. 80,000 

Cultural Resource Management: Continues managing cultural resources under Reclamation jurisdiction 
as mandated by Section 1 10 of theNFIPA which includes identifying sites, buildings, and structures for 
nomination to the National Register of Historic Places; adaptive reuse of historic buildings and structures; 
historic properties interpretation; and programs to preserve, protect, and stabilize historic properties. 
Activities include administration of contracts for cultural resource inventory, evaluation and salvage, 
development of cultural resource management plans, protection of cultural resources, review of cultural 
resource permit applications, review of National Environmental Policy ActfNEPA) documents, and 
Section 1 10 cultural resources surveys on Reclamation lands. Continues the identification of NAGPRA 
items in the Bureau of Reclamation collections, consultation with Tribes, and repatriation of NAGPRA 
items to appropriate Native American Tribes in accordance with P.L. 101-601. 

Museum Property Management activities included under Cultural Resource Management includes 
$300,000 for inventory and maintenance of archeological and cultural museum items. Continues actions 
of the accountability and control issues relative to museum property. This includes collections of 
archeology, history, natural history, and art that will be cataloged, preserved, and inventoried in 
accordance with Federal statues, regulations, and Departmental directives, such as Departmental Manual 
Part 41 1, and 36 CFR, Part 79. 

The increase in budget requested for Cultural Resources Management reflects Reclamation emphasis in 
improving the inventory and maintenance activities associated with Museum Property Management. 

1,433,000 

Environmental Management: Continues program coordination, guidance development, data collection 
and reporting, technical advice, and assistance to regional offices in complying with Presidential E.O. 
13423 on the implementation of Environmental Management System (EMS) at all appropriate 
organizations and integration of E.O. 13423 sustainability goals into EMS. Proposed work ineludes 
facilitating audits of regional EMS to determine conformance to Reclamation EMS policy, and directives 
and standards. An EMS conformance audit is required in order to declare that all EMS requirements have 
been met and a fully functioning EMS is in place. It is distinct from recurring environmental compliance 
audits that evaluate facility compliance with applicable environmental regulations. Completion of EMS 
conformance audits is an element of the OMB EMS metrics and necessary to rate green on the EMS 
initiative within the OMB Environmental Stewardship Scorecard. The increase in funding from the FY 
2010 request is for completion of five regional audits, a Reclamation-wide workshop on the 
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implementation of greening initiatives under the EMS framework, and investigation of an Environmental 
Management Information System to plan, execute, and monitor Reclamation’s environmental activities 
and report key data results to management. 158,000 

Electronic Official Personnel Folders feOPFI: The e-OPF initiative is an e-Gov initiative managed by the 
Office of Personnel Management (0PM) and mandated by the Office of Management and Budget for 
implementation across Government by FY 2012. The initiative will procure web-based software licensed 
from OPM to scan paper OPF documents for on-line use. 

The benefits of this initiative will include: 

• A central access portal connecting employees to their official personnel records on-line for real-time 
access. 

• Analytical tools to help managers manage human capital, with workforce planning and reporting 
tools. 

• Elimination of paper records through a data repository for electronic employee record storage and 
retention. 

• Data standards. 

• A corporate data warehouse for queries and analysis. 

• An interface and communications infrastructure for data sharing. 

The system will improve manager effectiveness through access to information and statistics on the work 
force, will improve employee information access to their own records, and will improve delivery of 
human resources services to the Interior community, botli employees and managers. 

The funds requested for FY 201 1 will provide the necessary resources to prepare and ship Reclamation 
employee OPF documents to OPM contractor sites for scanning, to work with the OPM project 
management team to implement the software and processes in the bureau, and to train Reclamation 
human resources and manager representatives to fully utilize the software’s capabilities. 

Begins transfer of hard-copy OPF files into the electronic format". This is estimated to be a ten-month 
process. The budget is based on the number of OPF files slated for transfer In FY 201 1 . 1 ,243,080 

Fire Management : Continues activities for development of Reclamation-wide fire management plans 
using data obtained from demonstration projects. Proposed work includes technical assistance with wild 
land fire planning and suppression and Reclamation representation on inter-Departmental coordinating 
groups, Implementation of associated agreements that are west-wide in nature, and assistance to regions in 
their preparation of fire management plans to ensure compliance with Departmental fire management 
planning policy. 379,800 

Foundation Information for Real Property Management fFIRMf System: Continues to manage 
Reclamation’s primary real property inventory system, FIRM. The system contains information on 
Reclamation project lands, buildings, and structures. This system is used to supply legislatively required 
reports annually to the Department for the annual Payment in Lieu of Taxes report, the GSA for the 
annual Federal Real Property Profile report on real property owned and leased by Reclamation, and the 
annual Required Stewardship Information report on withdrawn lands. This system and its data reports 


' The budget includes an additional $800,000 coupled with savings generated from savings anticipated to the 
Centralized Billing costs from the Department of the Interior to reach the $1,243,080 total for the e-OPF request in 
FY 2011. 
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Land Resources Management Program 


directly assist the regional and area offices in managing Reclamation’s vital land resources to ensure that 
the lands continue to support Reclamation’s mission of providing water supply and power generation to 
our customers. 

The FIRM system is also used to annually reconcile the initial acquisition cost of project lands, building, 
and structures with the hard costs contained in the Federal Financial System to ensure Reclamation’s 
project financial statements are accurately reported. FIRM’S real property records are in a state of 
constant change due to acquisition, disposal, and withdrawal relinquishment, and other administrative 
actions. This reconciliation effort meets the requirements of the Department’s Real Property Financial 
Management Policy, which implements Statements of Federal Financial Accounting Standards (SFFAS) 
Number 6, Accounting for Property, Plant and Equipment; and SFFAS Number 8, Supplementary 
Stewardship Accounting. 132,000 

Geographic Information Systems fGlSf and National Spatial Data Infrastructure (NSDI I: Continues GIS 
and NSDl development and support. Activities include data collection, input and interpretation, and 
spatial and relational database development use and analysis as required by E.O. 1 2905 and amended by 
E.O. 13286. Ensures regional compliance, provides technical services and products, and provides 
technology transfer and data development support to water agencies and districts. 522,000 

Hazardous Materials Management : Continues program coordination, guidance, technical advice, and 
assistance to regional and area offices in complying with the Comprehensive CERCLA, RCRA, and 
TSCA. Conduct Department mandated environmental compliance reviews of regional and area office 
hazardous materials management and waste disposal business practices and operations. Continues 
coordination with Department and provides for the Reclamation-wide implementation of mandated 
Departmental programs and initiatives. Continues program inventory, monitoring and cleanup of 
unauthorized dumpsites and underground storage tanks; implementation of E.O. 13423, asbestos, and 
Polychlorinated Biphenyls (PCBs); development of technical and procedural guidance; program review 
of hazardous waste disposal; and liaison with cooperating entities to ensure contractual arrangements are 
adequately administered. Increase in funding is for activities associated with the Three-Kids Mine Site 
Remediation. The Three-Kids Mine is an abandoned manganese ore mine and process site that originated 
in the 1940s. Activities associated with this site include the management of remedial investigations and 
feasibility studies; the development of program documents and cost estimates; the coordination of design 
and data collection; providing technical advice; and conducting environmental studies. 1,009,000 

Invasive Species/Pesticide Management : Continues program direction, technical advice, development of 
new pest management techniques, assistance in inventorying invasive species, development of integrated 
pest management plans, and the drafting and publishing of pest management manuals for field operations 
and maintenance. Represent Reclamation on Departmental and State committees for invasive speeies 
management. Consultation and cooperative efforts with others in preventing the establishment of 
invasive species enables Reclamation to operate and maintain projects in a safe and reliable manner, 
assuring delivery of water and power. Integrated pest management techniques will ensure that 
Reclamation is able to conserve water and enable Reclamation to meet requirements such as State water 
rights, interstate and international compact, decree, and contracts. 141,000 

Land Records Management (Auditf : Continues land record research, maintenance of land records, 
updating of Reclamation’s land inventory system and conversion of paper land records into digital format. 
Funding will be used for the annual recertification of land records and reconciliation of the records to the 
financial system, transitioning hard-copy land records and related data into an automated GIS format, and 
additional land issues. The increase in Land Records Management provides necessary resources to 
transition hard-copy land records and related data into an automated GIS format. 405,000 
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Land Resources Management Program 


Land Resources Technical Support fPata Partnering'): Continues funding for the Land Resources 
Technical Support’s Data Partnering activity. Reclamation works with the USDA to use data that USDA 
agencies collect in place of the “crop census” data collected by Reclamation. This initiative reduces the 
paperwork burden on the public and provides an alternative source of data for Reclamation to use. This 
data is used for a variety of activities ranging from ability-to-pay studies to meeting statutory 
requirements applicable to certain projects. Funding is used to digitize Reclamation project boundaries in 
order to utilize the USDA data. 125,000 

Land Rights Use : Continues meeting public requests for data regarding Reclamation lands and response 
on ownership, appraisal, and other land actions. This activity involves preparation and regulation of 
leases, grant permits, and other land use activities. The reduction in the request reflects a reduction in the 
number of public requests for permits or preparation of leases. 297,000 

Land Use Manageme nt: Continues the administration, management, and oversight of land exchanges, 
rights-of-way activities, reviews of land utilization, maintenance of land records, recreation fees 
assessments, data coordination, tort claims investigations, modeling, and protection and restoration of 
Reclamation controlled lands. Continues ongoing coordination and implementation of the Title Transfer 
Program, transferring eligible Reclamation project facilities of non-national importance that could be 
efficiently and effectively managed by non-Federal entities. Continues field inspection and survey of 
Reclamation facilities to determine program deficiencies, and retrofitting to meet legal requirements. 
Continues fire suppression contracts with the Bureau of Land Management in Idaho and Oregon. 
Continues administration and management of tlie Reclamation Recreation Management Act - Title 
XXVI II program including costs for the regional coordinator. Minimum land resource management 
responding to public requests for license agreements, outgrants, surveys, to resolve trespass problems and 
to locate outgrant features and letters of consent for the Preston Bench Project features. The increase in 
funding request for this activity supports and assists the conversion of paper realty legal and acquisitions 
records into digital geospatial format. 2,978,000 

Reclamation Reque.st $10,665,000 
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Miscellaneous Flood Control Operations 
LOCATION: The 17 Western States in Reclamation's Service Area. 

DESCRIPTION/JUSTIFICATION; The program makes flood forecasting possible by funding the 
collection of rainfall, snowpack, temperature and streamflow measurements necessaiy to make decisions 
on reservoir operations during flood events. The program maintains early warning systems which alert 
reservoir operators of conditions associated with flooding. The program supports stream-gaging by the 
U. S. Geological Survey and state water resources departments. 

The program also funds improvements to runoff forecasting. Reclamation is improving its ability to 
forecast runoff by using more data from available sources. Reclamation is collaboratively working with 
the National Weather Service to develop and implement the E.stended Streamflow and Prediction 
computer model to improve long range forecasts for river basins throughout the Reclamation. Forecasts 
are coordinated between Reclamation, the Natural Resources Conservation Service, the U. S. Army 
Corps of Engineers and the National Weather Service. 

AUTHORIZATION: P.L. 74-738, The Flood Control Act of 1936, June 22, 1936 as amended P.L. 78- 
534, The Flood Control Act of 1944, December 22, 1944; and P.L. 99-450, the Colorado River Floodway 
Protection Act, October 8, 1986, 

PERFORMANCE INFORMATION: This project is aligned with the following Department of the 
Interior's Strategic Plan end outcome goals: Deliver Water Consistent with Applicable State and Federal 
Law, in an Environmentally Responsible and Cost-Efficient Manner, The intermediate outcome is 
Operate and Maintain a Safe and Reliable Water Infrastucture, The Activity Based Costing/Management 
alignment includes 4J - Operate Conveyance Facilities and 5H - Maintain Other Structure/Non-Building 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 


PTO£ram_Financial_Da^ 


Activity 

FY 2010 

FY 201 1 

Facility Operations 

$746,000 

$803,000 

Enacted/Request 

$746,000 

$803,000 

Non-Federal 

0 

0 

Prior Year Funds 

2637 

0 

Total Program 

$748,637 

$803,000 

Prior Year Funds/Non-Federal 

(2637) 

0 

Total Reclamation Allotment 

$746,000 

$803,000 


WORK PROPOSED FOR FY 2011 : 

Facility Operations - Continues operation of hydromet stations, monitoring and collection of data for 
rain and snowfall measurements, temperature streamflow measurements, spillway gate positions, and 
early warning systems. Continues coordination with the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, National 
Weather Service, and the U.S. Geological Survey and Natural Resource Conservation Service for 
streamgaging activities. Continues updating streamflow volume forecasts in coordination with National 
Weather Service River Forecast Center using extended streamflow predictive model and regression 
techniques. Continues providing assistance with the administration, implementation, and improvement to 
the Arizona statewide flood warning system through participation with a multi-agency task force. 

Reclamation Request S803,000 

SEE APPENDIX FOR: Obligations by Function for Operating Projects 


Bureauwide - 45 


54862A 




2412 


Native American Affairs Program 
LOCATION: The 17 Western States in Reclamation's Service Area. 

DESCRIPTION/JUSTIFICATION: The Native American Affairs Program request supports a variety 
of Reclamation activities with Indian tribes, including technical assistance, the Secretary’s Indian water 
rights settlement program, and outreach to Indian tribes. 

Technical Assistance - Provides technical and financial assistance to Indian tribes and tribal 
organizations to increase opportunities for Indian tribes to develop, manage and protect their water related 
resources. Program activities include assisting tribes to better understand their water related needs and 
develop water resources on Indian reservations through traditional and innovative technologies. 

Negotiation and Implementation of Water Rights Settlements - Provides support for the Secretary’s 
Indian water rights settlement program in the assessment, negotiations, and implementation phases. 
Support includes Reclamation representation and leadership on federal water rights assessinent, 
negotiations, and implementation teams; technical support including data gathering, studies, analyses and 
reviews, including reviews carried out by Reclamation’s Design, Engineering, and Construction (DEC) 
Office to improve the quality of design and cost estimates for settlement projects; implementation 
activities for which Reclamation is responsible and for which funding is not available from other sources; 
and other support for the Secretary’s Indian Water Rights Office. 

Program Support and Outreach - Provides for: (1) developing and coordinating guidance for carrying 
out Reclamation activities in a manner consistent with federal Indian law and policies in such areas as the 
Indian trust responsibility, govemment-to-govemment consultation, and the Indian Self-Determination 
and Education Assistance Act; (2) training for Reclamation managers and staff to enable them to work 
more effectively with tribes; (3) support for Native American Affairs Program Managers/Liaisons in each 
of Reclamation’s regions; (4) outreach to Tribes, which is carried out through close coordination with the 
Regions; (5) working with other Federal agencies to develop partnerships to support tribal water 
resources needs; (6) coordination, guidance and administration of Reclamation's Native American Affairs 
Program 

AUTHORIZATION: The Reclamation Actof 1902, June 17, 1902, as amended; The Indian Self- 
Determination Education and Assistance Act, January 4, 1975, P.L. 93-638, as amended in 1 988 to the 
Act P.L. 100-472; The Indian Self-Governance Act of 1994, October 25, 1994 P.L. 103-413; Southern 
Arizona Water Rights Settlement Act of 1982, October 12, 1982; P.L. 97-293 as amended by P.L. 108- 
45 1 , the Arizona Water Settlement Act, December 1 0, 2004, as amended by P.L. 110-1 48, December 2 1 , 
2007; San Luis Rey Indian Water Rights Settlement Act of 1988, November 17, 1988, P.L. 100-695; San 
Carlos Apache Tribe Water Rights Settlement Act of 1992, P.L. 102-575 as amended by P.L, 105-18 in 
1997; Yavapai Prescott Indian Tribe Water Rights Settlement Act of 1994, October 31, 1994, P.L. 103- 
434; Fort Hall Indian Water Rights Act of 1990, November 16, 1990, P.L. 101-602; Northern Cheyenne 
Indian Reserved Water Rights Settlement Act of 1992, September 30, 1992, as amended P.L. 102-374; 
Jicarilla Apache Tribe Water Settlement Act of 1992, October 23, 1992, P.L. 102-441;, Northwestern 
New Mexico Rural Water Projects Act (P.L. 1 1 1-1 1, Title X; Subtitle B)(2009); Shoshone-Paiute Tribes 
of the Duck Valley Reservation Water Rights Settlement Act (P.L. 111-11. Title X, Subtitle C)(2009); 
Soboha Band of Luiseno Indians Sctilcmcnl Act ( P.L. I 10-397) (200S); Grants and Cooperative 
Agreements with Indian Tribes and Organizations, 43 USC 373d, February 20, 2003. 

PERFORMANCE INFORMATION: This project is aligned with the following Deparlmem of the 
Interior 's Strategic Plan end outcome goals: Deliver Water Consistent with Applicable State and Federal 
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Native American Affairs Program 

Law. The intermediate outcome is: Effective Water Management to Optimize Supply. The performance 
measure is: Optimize Supply: Improvement in existing water supply resulting from management 
agreements and partnerships. The Activity Based Costing/Management alignment is: 22 Plan for Water 
and Related Resource Use. 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 


Program Financial Data 


Activity 

FY2010 

FY 201 1 

Water and Energy Management and Development 

$6,089,000 

$7,465,000 

Land Management and Development 

0 

0 

Fish and Wildlife Management and Development 

0 

0 

Request 

1/ $6,089,000 

HHIKllEftlMsIiJiil 

Non-Federa! 

995,000 


Prior Year Funds 

0 

hhhhhui^ei 

Total Program 

$7,084,000 


Prior Year Funds/Non-Federal 

(995,000) 


Total Reclamation Allotment 

$6,089,000 

$7,465,000 i 


M FY 2010 Enacted hinds include $210,000 for the Sid Yates Scholarship Program. 


EXPLANATION OF SIGNIFICANT CHANGES IN FUNDING: 

The FY 201 1 budget request reflects an increase of $1,268,000 over the FY 2010 request. The majority 
of this increase is related to additional analyses of projects associated with pending Indian water rights 
settlements, some of which could have significant long-term impacts on Reclamation's budget. Unless the 
design and estimate of water projects to be included in settlements are at an adequate level prior to the 
conclusion of negotiations, the United States - and Reclamation in particular - could potentially become 
responsible for constructing large, significantly underfunded projects. 

WORK PROPOSED FOR FV 2011 : 

Water and Energy Management and Development: 

Technical Assistance - Funding provides for technical and financial assistance to Indian Tribes to 
increase opportunities for Indian Tribes to develop, manage and protect their water related resources. 
Program activities include assisting Tribes to better understand their water related needs and to develop 
water resources on Indian reservations through traditional and innovative technologies. $3,809,000 

Negotiation and Implementation of Water Rights Settlements - Continue to provide support for the 
Secretary’s Indian Water Rights settlement program in the assessment, negotiations, and implementation 
phases, including Reclamation participation and leadership on Federal assessment, negotiation, and 
implementation teams; increased technical assistance in support of negotiations, including reviews by 
Reclamation’s DEC office to endeavor to improve designs and costs of settlement projects; and support 
for the Secretary’s Indian water rights office. 

Reclamation currently participates on the following negotiations teams: Aamodt (Pueblos of Nambe, 
Pojoaque, San Ildefonso & Tesuque) New Mexico; Abousleman (Pueblos of Jemez, Zia, Santa Ana) New 
Mexico; Blackfeet (Blackfeet Tribe) Montana; Crow (Crow Tribe) Montana; Fallbrook (Cahuilla, 
Pechanga, Romona Bands) California; Flathead (Confederated Salish & Kootenai Tribes) Montana; Fort 
Belknap (Gros Ventre & Assiniboine Tribes) Montana; Kerr McGee (Pueblos of Acoma & Laguna) New 
Mexico; Little Colorado River (Navajo Nation, Hopi Tribe & San Juan Southern Paiute Tribe) Arizona 
and New Mexico; Lummi (Lummi Nation) Washington; Navajo Nation Colorado River (Main Stream) 
Arizona; Soboba (Soboba Band of Luisemo Indians) California; Taos (Pueblo of Taos) New Mexico; 
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Native American Affairs Program 

Tiiie River (Tule River Indian Tribe) California; Upper Gila River/San Carlos CSan Carlos Apache Tribe) 
Arizona; Walker River (Walker River Paiute Indian Tribe, Bridgeport Indian Colony & Yerjngton Paiute 
Tribe) Nevada; White Mountain (Apache Tribe) Arizona; Zuni/Rainah Navajo (Pueblo of Zimi & Navajo 
Nation) New Mexico and Arizona. 

Reclamation currently participates on the following implementation teams; Animas La Plata; Duck 
Valley (Shoshone-Paiute Tribes) Idaho and Nevada; Fallon - Nevada; Fort Hail - Idaho; Fort McDowell 
- Arizona; Gita River Indian Community - Arizona; Navajo-San Juan (Navajo Nation); Nez Perce - 
Idaho; Pyramid Lake - Nevada; Rocky Boy’s (Chippewa Cree Tribe) - Montana; San Carlos - Arizona; 
San Luis Rey - California; Shivwits Paiute - Utah; Southern Arizona Water Rights Settlement Act - 
Arizona; Uintah and Ouray Utes - Utah; Zuni Heaven - Arizona. 

Reclamation currently participates on the following assessment teams: Umatilla - Oregon; Yavapai- 
Apache Nation, Arizona. 

$2,656,000 

Program Support and Outreach - Continue to provide for: developing and coordinating guidance for 
carrying out Reclamation activities in a manner consistent with federal Indian law and policies; training 
for Reclamation managers and staff to enable them to work more effectively with tribes; support for 
Native American Affairs Program Managers/Liaisons in each of Reclamation’s regions; outreach to 
Tribes, carried out through close coordination with the Regions; working with other Federal agencies to 
develop partnerships to support tribal water resources needs; coordination, guidance and administration of 
Reclamation's Native American Affairs Program. 

$1,000,000 

Reclamation Request $7,465,000 
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Negotiation and Administration of Water Marketing 

LOCATION: The 17 Western States in Reclamation’s Service Area. 

DESCRIPTION/JUSTIFICATION: The program provides for the administration of repayment 
contracts and operational studies for water marketing purposes. Activities include policy formulation, 
compliance with legal requirements, and development, review, and renewal of water marketing contracts. 
Activities also include Federal and state legal reviews and amendments to keep current with contract 
standards and activities required by the Reclamation Act of 1902 (Act). The Act requires that state 
statutes dealing with water rights be followed, e.g., major water right filings, litigations, reports, water 
use, accounting, development, review, Indian reserve rights, and administration problems involved in a 
number of Reclamation projects, along with other Federal, State, and private issues. 

AUTHORIZATION: Reclamation Act of 1902, June 17, 1902; and P.L. 260, Reclamation Project Act 
of 1939, August 4, 1939. 

PERFORMANCE INFORMATION: Tliis project is aligned with the following Department of the 
Interior's Strategic Plan end outcome goal(s): Deliver Water Consistent with Applicable State and 
Federal Law, in an Environmentally Responsible and Cost-Efficient Manner. The intermediate outcome 
is: Effective Water Management to Optimize Supply. The performance measure is: Optimize Supply: 
Improvement in E.xisting Water Supply (acre-feet per year) Resulting from Management Agreements and 
Partnerships. The Activity Based Costing/Management alignment may include: 9C-Administcr Water 
Contracts. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 


Program Financial Data 


i Activity 

FY 2010 

FY 201 1 

1 Water and Energy Management and Development 

$1,483,000 

$1,924,000 

1 Request 


$1,924,000 

Non-Federal 

0 

0 

1 Prior Year Funds 

22 

0 

1 Total Program 


$1,924,000 

1 Prior Year Funds/Non-Federal 

22 

0 

1 Total Reclamation Allotment 




WORK PROPOSED FOR FY 2011: 

Water and Energy Management and Development - Continues review, approval and compliance of 
contract and repayment actions, correspondence, and agreements to ensure protection of the Federal 
investment, protection and advocacy of Reclamation held water rights, project water rights, and Indian 
reserved rights. Additional funds will be used for a multi-agency agreement to fund Montana 
Adjudication in Billings and to expedite the work on the Montana General Stream Adjudication. 

Reclamation Request $1,924,000 
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Operations and Program Management 


LOCATION: The 17 Western Slates in RectainatioiTs Service Area. 

DESCRIPTION/.RJSTIK1CATION: This activity provides funding For efficient management and 
evaluation of Reclamai ion’s operations-related programs. There is a need for consistency and 
standardization in how Reclamation performs its operation and maintenance (O&M) activities in the area 
and regional offices. The activity will assist offices in Reclamation to increase awareness of the kinds of 
business practices that are necessary to be fiscally responsible and accountable to the taxpayers. In 
addition, the activity will assist in fulfilling agency goals and objectives in water resources management. 

AUTHORIZATION: The Reclamation Act of 1902, June 17, 1902. 

BUDGET AND PERFORMANCE INTEGRATION: This projeet is aligned with the following 
Department of the Interior 's Strategic Plan end outcome goal(s): Deliver Water Consistent with 
Applicable State and Federal Law, in an F.nvironmentally Responsible and Cost-Efficient Manner. The 
intermediate outcome is: Operate and Maintain a Safe and Reliable Water Infrastructure. The 
performance measure is: Facilities Reliability: Water infrastructui-es are in fair to good condition as 
measured by the Facility Reliability Rating. The Activity Based Costing/Management alignment may 
include: 4H-Operate Dams/Water Storage Facilities. 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 


Program Financial Data 


Activity 

FY20I0 

FY 2011 

Water and Energy Management and Development 

$971,000 

$936,000 

Facility Operations 

550,000 

730,000 

Facility Maintenance and Rehabilitation 

52,000 

314,000 

Enacted/Request 

$1,573,000 

$1,980,000 

Non-Federal 

0 

0 

Prior Year Funds 

342,012 

0 

Total Program 

$1,915,012 

$1,980,000 j 

Prior Year Funds/Non Federal 


0 I 

Total Reclamation Allotment 

$1,573,000 

$1,980,000 j 


WORKED PROPOSED FOR FY 2011: 

Water and Energy Management and Development - This activity provides for assistance to the regional 
and area offices in the management and implementation of operations-related programs and associated 
activities. These activities are Reclamation-wide in scope and span all Reclamation-wide programs. These 
activities include implementation of consistent and standard business practices; technical support; adequate 
and reliable information sharing within Reclamation on operations-related facilities and programs; 
developing proposals for Reclamation’s Water Management/Supply program activities, including 
planning, construction, O&M, and environmental protection; and fulfilling agency goals. Provides 
oversight and coordination of Reclamation's Water Management-Construction PART effort. 

Subtotal, Water and Energy Management and Development $936,000 
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Operuliom and Program Munagemem 


Facility Operations - This activity provides for the management of Reclamation-wide O&M-related 
programs and supports the regional and area offices' implementation of these programs. Operations and 
Program Management activities includes staff support to the Facilities O&M Team and MAXIMO 
Steering Committee, and provides information, assistance, and policies, directives, and guidance to the 
regions on O&M matters, the assessment of facility condition/reliability, and asset management practices 
to promote consistency on a Reclamation-wide basis. There is a need for consistency and standardization 
in how Reclamation corporately performs activities by the area and regional offices related to maintaining 
the structural integrity and operational reliability of our infrastructure and facilities. This activity will 
assist offices in Reclamation to increase awareness of the kinds of business practices that are necessary to 
be fiscally responsible and accountable to the public. 

Subtotal, Facility Operations 730,000 

Facility Maintenance - Continue to provide for the dissemination of information on O&M management 
techniques and procedures to be applied to facilities on a Reclamationwide basis. 35,000 

Design. Cost Estimating and Construction (DECf - Funding provides for the oversight and implementation 
of Design, Cost Estimating and Construction (DEC) non-reimbursable activities. The independent 
oversight reviews ensure products related to design, cost estimating and construction are technically sound 
and appropriate for Reclamation decision making. This includes an emphasis to ensure cost estimates for a 
project are appropriate for their intended purpose, potential fatal flaws in the designs or estimates are 
identified, and all risk and uncertainties have been fully addressed in the estimates. $279,000 


Subtotal, Facility Maintenance 


314,000 


Reclamation Request 


$1,980,000 
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Power Program Services 

LOCATION: The 1 7 Western States in Reclamation’s Seivice Area. 

DESCRIPTION/JUSTIFICATION: The program provides critical guidance and support for the 
nation’s second largest producer of hydroelectric energy. Reclamation’s 58 hydroelectric powerplants 
generate over 40 million megawatt hours of electricity to meet the annual needs of over 3.5 million 
households and generate approximately $940 million in revenues tor the Federal Government. It would 
take more than 67 million barrels of crude oil or about 21 million tons of coal to produce an equal amount 
of energy with fossil fuel plants. As a result. Reclamation's facilities eliminate the production of over 5 1 
billion pounds of carbon dioxide that would have been produced by fossil fuel power plants. 

The program provides technical guidance and assistance; coordination services; development of 
standards, procedures and instructions; and direction, oversight and coordination of Federal Energy 
Regulatory Commission (FERC)/North American Electric Reliability Commission (NERCyWestem 
Electricity Coordinating Council (WECC) compliance activities. The program conducts seminars and 
training sessions for power operation and maintenance work; represents the power program on industry 
councils; conducts engineering and operational studies (e.g., assessment of impacts of variable generation 
on power program operations); collects and disseminates power program data; creates power 
benchmarking statistics; and establishes Reclamation-wide power program performance measures 
(GPRA/PART). Furthermore, the program provides for technical and consultation activities to assist 
regions, areas, and projects in accomplishing safe, efficient power facility operations. Activities include 
the Reclamation-wide power-related work activities that are considered standard electric utility business 
expenses and are repaid through power revenues. 

Reclamation is assessing and identifying opportunities for development of new hydroelectric power 
facilities and other renewables in accordance with the Administration's New Engeiy Frontier initiative in 
cooperation with other Federal and State agencies, power and water users, and private sector entities. 

This will also include analysis of impacts to Reclamation from integration of renewables into our 
hydropower program. 

AUTHORIZATION: The Reclamation Actof 1902, June 17, 1902; P.L. 103, Town Sites and Power 
Development Acts, April 16, 1905; P.L. 280, Federal Water Project Act, June 10, 1 920; P.L. 642, Bouider 
Canyon Project Act of 1928, December 21, 1928; Rivers and Harbors Act, August 30, 1935, 49 Stat. 

1028, 1039; P.L. 329, Bonneville Project, August 20, 1937; P.L. 260, Reclamation Project Act of 1939. 
August 4, 1939; P.L. 534, Flood Control Act of 1944, December 23, 1944; P.L. 90-542, Wild and Scenic 
Rivers Act, October 2, 1968; P.L, 91-190, National Environmental Policy Act, January I, 1970; P.L. 93- 
205, Endangered Species Act of 1973, December 28, 1973; P.L. 93-454, Federal Columbia River 
Transmission System Act, October 18, 1974; P.L. 95-91, Department of Energy Organization Act, August 
4, 1977; P.L. 95-217, Clean Water Actof 1977, December 27, 1977; P.L. 95-617, Public Utility 
Regulatory Policies Act, November 9. 1978, P.L. 96-223, Crude Oil Windfall Profit Tax of 1980, April 2, 
1980; P.L. 96-294, Energy Security Act, June 30, 1980; P.L. 96-501, Pacific Northwest Electric Power 
Planning and Conservation Act, December 5, 1980; P.L. 98-381, Hoover Power Plant Act, August 17, 
1984; P.L. 99-495, Electric Consumer Protection Act, October 16, 1986; P.L. 102-486, Energy Policy Act 
of 2005, August 8, 2005. 

PERFORMANCE INFORMATION: This project is aligned with the following DeparimenI of the 
Interior 's Strategic Plan end outcome goal(s): Energy, Manage or Influence Resource Use to Enhance 
Public Benefit, Responsible Development, and Economic Value. The intermediate outcomes include: 
Operate and Maintain Reliable, Safe and Secure Power Facilities. The performance measure is related to 
megawatt capacity operated. The Activity Based Cost/Management alignment is 4T. 
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Power Proffam Services 


Completion Data: This is an ongoing program. 


FY 2011 


$1,269,000 

307,000 



SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 

Program Financial Data 


Activity 


Water and Energy Management and Development $686,000 

Facility Operations 296,000 


Enacted/Request 

Non-Federal 

Prior Year Funds 


Total Program $982,000 

Prior Year Fiinds/Non-Federal 0 


Total Reclamation Allotment 


During FY 2010, $5 million will be made available from other Water& Related Resources programs and 
transferred to this program as directed in P.L. II 1-85, Title II, Water and Related Resources, which stated ‘'Provided 
further. That $5,000,000 of the funds appropriated under this heading shall be available for the ' Power Program 
Services' to implement the Bureau of Reclamation's hydropower facilities installations identified under section 1 834 
of the Energy Policy Act of 2005," 

NOTE: Power Program Services program also receives direct funding from the Lower Colorado River Basin 
Development, Fund, Colorado River Storage Project, Central Valley Project, and Bonneville Power Administration. 
The total program request including direct funds is $3,887,644 of which $ 1 ,576,000 is from appropriations and 
$2,3 1 1,644 is from direct funding. 


$1,576,000 


0 


WORK PROPOSED FOR FY 2011: 

Water and Energy Management and Development - Funding will continue refinement of 
Reclamation’s FERC/NERC/WECC reliability compliance activities and support to the renewable energy 
initiative. Funding will also continue power operations and maintenance-related support services for the 
Commissioner, regional and area offices, and collaboration with other Federal, tribal. State, and local 
governments, power industry constituencies, and other interested parties. Continue initiatives in deferred 
maintenance reporting, power related security issues, and risk based asset management studies. Continue 
collaboration with Power Marketing Administrations to improve power operations coordination and 
renewables integration. Continue implementation of PART initiatives and national energy strategies. 
Coordinate condition assessment activities and work on WECC reliability requirements as they apply to 
Reclamation’s hydroelectric power facilities. This includes interpretation of regulations, participation in 
compliance standard development and revision, development of mitigation plans, and audit and 
enforcement of Reclamation’s compliance program. Accelerate efforts on wind integration, renewables, 
and climate change. Provide support to regions on FERC licensing, project use power contracts, and 
power rates and repayment. 

863,000 

Appropriated: $863,000 
Direct Funding: $1,289,640 


Senior Leader Flvdropower: Responsible for Reclamation's overall compliance with the Federal Energy 
Regulatory Commission Mandatory Bulk Electric System Reliability Standards pursuant to Energy Policy 
Act of 2005. As DOI's chair and the Commissioner's representative on hydropower related matters, 
works collaboratively with other entities in government and in the private sector. Effectively represents 
and commits Reclamation to particular courees of action and decisions as appropriate on mattei's 
impacting the generation of hydropower, its availability, delivery, and/or use, both within government and 
with private entities, forging partnerships in meeting the energy needs of the Nation. Provide technical 
e.’cpertise and support, as requested, to Reclamation's senior directorate on matters impacting 
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Piwur Program Seiyices 


liydrogenation or transmission facilities, and contractually related matters. Monitor policy and oversees 
budget justifications for Reclamation’s hydropower program, coordinating strategic business initiatives, 
including benchmarking processes, standards, and business practices. 406, 000 

Subtotal, Water and Energy Management and Development $1,269, 000 

Facility Operations - Continue development and application of improved processes, inspections, peer 
reviews, testing procedures, and maintenance procedures for the safe operation and tnaintenance of 
Reclamation's power generation facilities. Continue coordination of powerplant reviews, inspections, 
safety training, and the power operation and maintenance workshop. Continue work with the Policy and 
Administration on development of Capitalized Asset and Resource Management Application (CARMA) 
system and reports to meet hydropower maintenance and reliability compliance requirements. 

Appropriated; $307,000 
Direct Funding: $1,022,004 

Subtotal, Facility Operations $ 307,000 

Reclamation Request $1,576,000 
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Public Access and Safety Program 


LOCATION: The 17 Western States in Reclamation’s Service Area, 

DESCRIPTION/ JUSTIFICATION: The program implements standards for providing access for 
persons with disabilities, identities potential safety hazards, and minimizes risk of personal injuiy and 
loss of life at Reclamation facilities. Additionally, the program provides for safety and access 
modifications of Reclamation facilities for general public use, and for the safety of employees 
operating those facilities. 

AUTHORIZATION: P.L. 93-112, Section 504 of the Rehabilitation Act of 1973; P.L. 93-251, 
Water Resource Development Act of March 7, 1974; and P.L. 101-336, Americans With Disabilities 
Act, July 26, 1990, 

PERFORMANCE INFORMATION: This project is aligned with the following Deparlineiil of the 
Interior's Strategic Plan end outcome goal(s): Deliver Water 

COMPLETION DATA: This is an ongoing program. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 
Program Financial Data 


1 Activity 

FY 2010 

FY20I1 

1 Water and Energy Management and Development 


$616,000 

1 Facility Operations 

149,000 

155,000 

Request 

$716,000 

$771,000 

Non-Federal 


0 

Prior Year Funds 

17,521 

0 

Total Program 

$733,521 

$771,000 

Prior Year Funds/Non-Federal 

(17,521) 

0 

Total Reclamation Allotment 

$716,000 

$771,000 


WORK PROPOSED FOR FY 2011: 

Wafer and Energy Management and Development -Continues evaluation of Reclamation 
facilities for compliance with Federal accessibility standards, responding to reporting requirements, 
and processing complaints. Continues implementation and management of the Accessibility Data 
Management System and small grants to implement action plans for accessibility compliance. 

$616,000 

Facility Operations - Coirtinues monitoring and evaluation of fire protection and life safety code at 
Reclamation owned facilities, reviews deficiencies, tracks corrections, and consults on comple.K 
technical safety and fire hazards. Activities include reviewing procedures and oversight of fire 
protection and implementation of life safety codes at all Reclamation owned and operated facilities; 
review and promotion of water safety; and monitoring safety at recreational and public use areas 
where Reclamation is a managing partner. Evaluates implementation of fire protection and life safety 
code upgrades to assist Reclamation in the responsibility to provide a safe workplace; address 
reasonable accommodations and accessibility standards; and provide information for the Department 
of the Interior facility condition index rating and Asset Management Plan. Continues periodic site 
assistance visits to evaluate and monitor fire prevention and protection activities. Participates on DOI 
inspection teams of radio communication tower inspections at various sites. 

Subtotal, Facility Operations 155,000 

Reclamation Request $771,000 
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Reclamation Law Administration 


LOCATION: The 1 7 Western States in Reclamation’s service area. 

DESCRIPTION/JUSTIFICATION: This program provides for the implementation, administration, 
and enforcement of the acreage limitation provisions of Federal reclamation law, including the 
Reclamation Reform Act of 1982 (RRA), as amended. The program ensures that districts, individual 
contractors, landholders (direct or indirect landowner or lessees), and farm operators are in compliance 
with Federal reclamation law, the Acreage Limitation Rules and Regulations (43 CFR part 426), the 
Information Requirements for Certain Farm Operations in Excess of 960 Acres and the Eligibility of 
Certain Formerly Excess Land (43 CFR Part 428), and associated policies. Reviews of districts and 
audits of landholders and farm operators are conducted to ensure compliance with these statutory and 
regulatory provisions and policies. 

AUTHORIZATION: The Reclamation Act of 1902, June 17, 1902; P.L. 97-293, Reclamation Reform 
Act of 1982, October 12, 1982; P.L. 100-203, the Omnibus Budget Reconciliation Act of 1987, 

December 22, 1987; and P.L. 100-503, Administrative Procedures Act, October 18, 1988. 

BUDGET PERFORMANCE INTEGRATION; This project is aligned with the following Department 
of the Interior's Strategic Plan end outcome goal(s): Deliver Water Consistent with Applicable State and 
Federal Law, in an Environmentally Responsible and Cost-Efficient Manner. The intermediate outcome 
is: Effective Water Management to Optimize Supply. The perfonnance measure is: Optimize Supply: 
Improvement in Existing Water Supply (acre-feet per year) Resulting from Management Agreements and 
Partnerships. The Activity Based Costing/Management alignment may include; 9C-Oversee/Administer 
Water Service Contracts. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 
Program Financial Data 


Activity 

FY2010 

FY 2011 

Water and Energy Management and Development 

$2,086,000 

$2,265,000 

Request 

$2,086,000 

$2,265,000 

Non-Federal 

0 

0 

Prior Year Funds 

232,572 

0 

Total Program 

$2,318,572 

$2,265,000 

Prior Year Funds/Non-Federal 

(232,572) 

0 

Total Reclamation Allotment 

$2,086,000 

$2,265,000 


WORK PROPOSED FOR FY 2011: 

Wafer and Energy Management and Development - Continues such work as designing and revising, 
obtaining approval for, printing, and distributing RRA forms to be completed by landholders, farm 
operators, and districts subject to the acreage limitations (includes preparation of electronic versions of 
the RRA forms); reviewing recommendations for exemptions from acreage limitations; making acreage 
limitation entitlement determinations; reviewing trust documents, leases, and farm operating 
arrangements; conducting district reviews, audits of landholders, and field checks; providing training to 
Reclamation and district personnel; addressing appeals of final determinations; responding to questions 
and problems received from districts, landholders, and farm operators; updating and maintaining the RRA 
website on the Internet; and coordinating activities to ensure compliance with the RRA. 

Reclamation Request $2,265,000 

SEE APPENDIX FOR: Obligations by Function for Operating Projects 
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Recreation and Fish and Wildlife Program Administration 
LOCATION: The 1 7 Western States in Reclamation’s Service Area. 

DESCRIPTION/JUSTIFICATION: The program provides funds for Reclamation’s support of natural, 
restored, and artificially designed fish and wildlife habitats; for evaluating impacts of existing Reclamation 
project operations on wetlands and endangered species habitat; and for support of recreation, and fish and 
wildlife management and conservative use of the available water supply. The program also provides 
administrative guidance and support for rehabilitation of recreation areas to bring facilities up to current 
public health and safety standards; to correct facility design deficiencies; to bring facilities into compliance 
with Section 504 of the Rehabilitation Act of 1973, as amended, to protect the original Federal investment 
and to prevent the turn-back of facilities to Reclamation; and to seek non-Federa! managing partners to 
manage recreation areas to save the Federal government the expense of operating those recreation areas. 
Partnerships are formed with non-Federal natural resource conservation groups (States, tribes, and private 
entities), and Reclamation’s national Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) partners. In addition, the 
program provides tor studies and planning opportunities in liaison with cooperating recreation interests, 
concessionaires, and fish and wildlife management agencies, and support of the “Catch a Special Thrill" 
(CAST) program for the special needs public. 

AUTHORIZATION: The Migratory Bird Treaty Act, July 3, 1918; The Fish and Wildlife Coordination 
Act, March 10, 1934; The Fish and Wildlife Act of 1956, August 8, 1956; P.L. 85-624, Fish and Wildlife 
Coordination Act of 1958, August 12, 1958; P.L. 88-578, Land and Water Conservation Fund Act of 
1965, September 3, 1964; P.L. 89-72, Federal Water Project Recreation Act, July 9, 1965, as amended; 
P.L. 90-573, National Trails System Act, October 2, 1968; P.L. 91-190, National Environmental Policy 
Act, January I, 1970; P.L. 93-1 12, Rehabilitation Act of 1973; P.L. 93-205, Endangered Species Act of 
1973, December 28, 1973, as amended; P.L. 94-579, Federal Land Policy and Management Act, 
October2l, 1976; P.L. 95-616, Bald Eagle Protection Act of 1978, November 8, 1978; P.L. 96-366, Fish 
and Wildlife Conservation, September 29, 1980; and P.L. 93 320, Colorado Salinity Control Act, June 24. 
1974; P.L. 98 569, Colorado River Basin Salinity Control Act Amendment, October 30, 1984, P.L. 1 04 
298, Water Desalination Act, August I, 1996; and P.L.IOl-233, North American Wetlands Conservation 
Act, December 13, 1989. 

PERFORMANCE INFORMATION: This project is aligned with the following Department of the 
Interior’s Strategic Plan end outcome goals; Sustain desired Biological Communities; Deliver Water; and 
manage or influence resource use to enhance public benefit, responsible development and economic value- 
hydropower Consistent with Applicable State and Federal Law, in an Environmentally Responsible and 
Cost-Efficient Manner. The intermediate outcome is Operate and Maintain a Safe and Reliable Water 
Infrastructure. The Activity Based Costing/Management alignment includes 4J - Operate Conveyance 
Facilities and 5H - Maintain Other Structure/Non-Building. 
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Revrtittihm anti Fish tmd Wildlife Program Adminisiralioa 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 


Program Financial Data 


1 Activity 

FY 2010 

FY 2011 

1 Land management and Development 



j Fish and Wildlife Management and Development 

1,380,000 


1 Enacted/Request 


2,137,000 

1 Non-Federal 

....0..J 

0 

1 Prior Year Funds 


0 

1 Total Program 

$1,724,098 


j Prior Year Funds/'Non-Federal 

(182,098) 

on 

1 Total Reclamation Allotment 

$1,542,000 

$2,137,000 


WORK PROPOSED FOR FY 2011: 

Land Management and Development - 

Continues ongoing technical oversight and compliance of recreation areas managed by Reclamation and 
those managed by pailners. Activities include review, development and administration of recreation 
management agreements, leases, and concession contracts. Continues work on Section 504 coordination, 
field reviews, GPRA goals, and review of operation and maintenance of facilities located in Colorado, 
Montana, Nebraska, Kansas, North and South Dakota, Oklahoma and Texas. 

Subtotal, Land Management and Development S243,000 

Fish and Wildlife Management and Development - 

COLORADO, MONTANA, NEBRASKA, KANSAS NORTH AND SOUTH DAKOTA, 
OKLAHOMA AND TEXAS - Continues work on planning and provisions for enhancement of fish and 
wildlife habitat on Reclamation lands open for public fish and wildlife recreational use while conserving 
species and habitat listed or proposed for listing under the Endangered Species Act. Activities include 
providing policy guidance, database management, conducting pilot projects, oversight of grants and 
cooperative agreements, and conducting wildlife mitigation land compliance reviews. The increase in 
funding is a result of the growing qiiagga mussel infestation in the Colorado River System which is a 
significant concern of the water and power users, as well as, the general public. 

ARIZONA, CALIFORNIA, NEVADA - Continues fish and wildlife management, administration, public 
outreach including participation in invasive species working groups, coordination efforts with other 
agencies involving natural resources on Reclamation lands, and public education activities associated with 
the program. 

Continues surveying and monitoring studies of resident and migratory species which are locally/regionally 
important wildlife species, and their habitats to determine breeding areas, reproductive success, diet, and 
population size within the lower Colorado Regional area. Continues cooperative wildlife harvest/use data 
collection programs with other state and Federal agencies (e.g. hunting, trapping, and wildlife viewing). 
Funding provides training resources necessary to enhance staff knowledge in surveying for target species. 

Continues fishery surveys of Lakes Mead, Mohave, Havasu, and the Colorado River above and below 
those reservoire, in addition to other waters within the bounds of the Lower Colorado Region, and 
managed by Reclamation. Surveys include netting, shocking, and trapping fishes; conducting water 
quality sampling; limnology studies; telemetry studies; and participating in habitat improvement programs. 
Increase in funding will allow necessary quagga mussel coordination activities. 
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RccrcaJion and Fhh and Wildlife Fra^nmi ddfiiinisirafion 


Continues coordination and monitoring efforts to contain, manage, and possibly reduce the Zebra and 
Quagga mussel populations in the lower Colorado River and reservoirs including outreach to water users 
and Federal, State and local agencies. Prevention activities such as boat inspections and installation of 
vessel washing stations may be used to slow the spread. Additional tasks may include monitoring for 
detection and population; mapping of outbreaks; water quality monitoring; engineering modifications; and 
procurement and installation of equipment to maintain water deliveries. Increase in funding will allow 
necessary oversight of the Zebra and Quagga mussels program coordination activities. 

Continues bird banding, bat monitoring, and yellow-billed cuckoo surveys at several unique habitats where 
Reclamation owns property or a conservation easement - 3 Links Farm and the Lower San Pedro River 
Preserve and Cooks Lake on the San Pedro River. 

Continues assisting Federal and state partners with fishermen and boater access problems associated with 
severe drawdown of Lake Mead; continues conducting underwater assessments of sport fish habitat 
structures and fishing docks for the Lake Havasu Fishery Improvement Progiam; continues conducting 
■‘Catch a Special Thrill” (CAST) event on Lake Mead; continues participating in mentoring and 
educational programs with local schools and civic groups; and continues assisting partners with 
maintaining and improving trail systems, wildlife viewing areas, and other resources on Reclamation lands. 

IDAHO, NEW MEXICO, UTAH, WYOMING - Continues program management and analysis on 
recreation, fish and wildlife; policy guidance, and interpretation; database management; and regional 
oversight of grants and cooperative agreements. Approximately half of the funding goes towards 
recreation, including management of the CAST program; the other half to fish and wildlife, including 
control of invasive species. Continues coordination of the Zebra and Quagga Mussels Program to include 
outreach to water users and Federal, State and local agencies. Prevention activities such as boat 
inspections and installation of vessel washing stations may be used to slow the spread. Additional tasks 
may include monitoring for detection and population; mapping of outbreaks; water quality monitoring; 
engineering modifications; and procurement and installation of equipment to maintain water deliveries. 
Increase due to the addition of an invasive Dreissenid mussel control program. 

Subtotal, Fish and Wildlife Management and Development Request 1,894.000 

Reclamation Request $2,137,000 
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Research and Development 
Desalination and Water Purification Program 

LOCATION: Nationwide 

DESCRIPTION/JUSTIFICATION; This program conducts desalination research, development and 
demonstrations for the purpose of converting unusable waters into useable water supplies. The 
research is conducted through competitive, merit-based cooperative agreements with universities, 
public, and private sector research institutions (extramural research) on a cost-shared basis. 

Desalination and Advanced Water Treatment R&D Strategy: Reclamation’s vision is to expand 
water supplies in a sustainable manner and relieve stress on Western rural communities, Native 
Americans, and the Western river basins supporting Reclamation projects. Ourgon/ is to reduce the 
costs and environmental impacts of treating impaired waters. We leverage investments from other 
federal and non-federal entities to facilitate the advancement and deployment of new technologies. 

We make knowledge generated from this investment available to communities and organizations 
looking for solutions. 

Under the authority of the Water Desalination Act of 1996, these funds will be used to support 
competitive external research grants targeted at Reclamation’s priority topics for development of 
improved methods of desalination, and to support operation of Reclamation’s Brackish Groundwater 
National Desalination Research Facility. 

Over the last few years, most of the funds in this line item have been earmarked by Congress for the 
construction of the Brackish Groundwater National Desalination Research fecility (Facility) in 
Alamogordo, New Mexico. Constniction of the facility was completed in 2007. For FY08, most of 
the funds in this line item were earmarked to New Mexico State University to conduct desalination 
research at the Facility and to carry out other desalination research and development. A Cooperative 
Agreement for these funds was signed in 2008. Funding was also provided to Reclamation to provide 
operation and maintenance of the facility. 

Where funds are controlled by Reclamation, the program is conducted in accordance with the 
Administration’s Ft&D investment criteria. 

AUTHORIZATION: P.L. 104-298, Water Desalination Research and Development Act of 1996, 
Oct. 1 1, 1996 (Desal Act). The original authority provided by this Act expired in FY 2002. Language 
in the FY 2003 Energy and Water Development Appropriations Act (P.L. 108-7) extended authority 
through FY 2004. FY 2005 Emergency Supplemental Bill (H.R. 109-13) extended the authority to FY 
2005. FY 2006 P.L. 109-103 extended authority through FY 2006. P.L. 110-5, Sec. 20312, extended 
the authority through FY 20 1 1. 

COMPLETION DATA: This is an ongoing program. 

BUDGET AND PERFORMANCE INTEGRATION: This project is aligned with the following 
Department of the Interior ’s Strategic Plan end outcome goal(s): Deliver Water Consistent with 
Applicable State and Federal Law, in an Environmentally Responsible and Cost-Efficient Manner, 

The intermediate outcome is: Effective Water Management to Optimize Supply. The performance 
measure is: Optimize Supply: Improvement in Existing Water Supply (acre-feet per year) Resulting 
from Management Agreements and Partnerships. The Activity Based Costing/Management alignment 
may include: 8J-Enhance Water Supply. 
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Kesewch and Dcvt'lopment 
Desalmadon and Water Plinjicalion Program 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 


Program Financial Data 


Activity 

FY 2010 

FY2011 

Water and Energy Management and Development 


$2,066,000 

Facility Operations 

llllllllllllllll^^ 

1,600,000 

Request 

$3,560,000 

iiii[ii[i[fg^gm 

Non-Federal - 

0 

M 

Prior Year Funds 

145,330 


Total Program 


$3,666,000 

Prior Year Funds/Non-Federal 

■■■■nEsiEQn 

0 

Total Reclamation Allotment 

$3,560,000 

$3,666,000 


Mn accordance with (he Desal Act, the Federal share of the costs of research, study, or demonstration project, or 
of a desalination development project, shall not exceed 50 percent of the total cost. 


WORK PROPOSED FOR FY 2011: 

Water and Energy Management and Development -The request is to support a coordinated, 
competitive call for desalination research administered by Reclamation. The funds will also be used to 
support a portfolio of R&D projects planned for the Brackish Groundwater National Desalination 
Research Facility. 

Subtotal, Water and Energy Management and Development 2,066,000 

Facility Operations - Continues the federal administration, operation and maintenance of the 
Brackish Groundwater National Desalination Research Facility. 

Subtotal, Facility Operations 1.600.000 

Reclamation Request $3,666,000 
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Research and Development 
Science and Technology Program 

LOCATION: 1 7 Western States in Reclamation’s Service Area 

DESCRIPTION/JTJSTIFICATION: The Science and Technology (S&T) Program is the primary 
Research and Development (R&D) arm of Reclamation. 

The S&T Program line item funds an internal, applied R&D program that addresses the full range of 
research-based solutions for Reclamation water and power managers and their project stakeholders. 
The program has contributed many of the tools and capabilities in use today by Reclamation and 
western water managers. The program is Reclamation-wide; and uses a competitive, merit-based 
process to select R&D that is conducted under four primary focus areas: 

• Improving Water Delivery Reliability 

• Improving Water and Power Infrastructure Reliability and Safety 

• Advancing Water Supply Technologies and Water Efficiency Solutions 

• Improving Water Operations Decision Support Capabilities 

S&T projects typically have a strong cost-share and collaboration between other federal and 
nonfederal entities and Reclamation’s technical experts and resource managers. 

Our program goal is to find solutions to water problems thru R&D collaborations. We focus on the 
Reclamation water managers and the water users served by Reclamation project waters to ensure that 
our research-based solutions meet their needs. 

AUTHORIZATION; P.L. 92-149, the ReclamationActof 1902. June 17, 1902 
COMPLETION DATA: This is an ongoing program. 

BUDGET AND PERFORMANCE INTEGRATION: This project is aligned with the following 
Department of the Interior 's Strategic Plan end outcome goal(s): Deliver Water Consistent with 
Applicable State and Federal Law, in an Environmentally Responsible and Cost-Efficient Manner. 

The intermediate outcome is: Effective Water Management to Optimize Supply. The performance 
measure is: Optimize Supply: Improvement in Existing Water Supply (acre-feet per year) Resulting 
from Management Agreements and Partnerships. The Activity Based Costing/Management alignment 
may include: 8J-Enhance Water Supply. 
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Research and OevehpmenI 
Science and Technolo^ Rrograin 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 

Program Financial Data 


Activity 

FY 2010 

FY 2011 

Water and Energy Management and Development 

$9,195,000 

$1 1,488,000 1 

Request 

$9,195,000 


Non-Federal and Other Federal 1/ 

0 


Prior Year Funds 

22,469 

0 

Total Program 

$9,217,469 

$11,488,000 

Prior Year Funds/Non-Federal 

(22,469) 

0 

Total Reclamation Allotment 

$9,195,000 

$11,488,000 


U Collaborative research typically results in an approximate 1:1 cost-share with other Federal, non-Federal, and 
private sector organizations. 

EXPLANATION OF SIGNIFICANT CHANGES IN FUNDING: The increase in funding 
requested for this program is principally for increased support for the Department's integrated strategy 
for responding to climate change impacts on the resources managed by the Department. 

WORK PROPOSED FY 201 1 : 

Water and Energy Management and Development - The S&T Program contains ongoing and new 
research and development projects targeted at the four Reclamation mission areas: improving water 
delivery reliability, improving water and power infrastructure reliability and safety, improving water 
operations decision support, and advancing water supply and water efficiency technologies. 

Special areas of emphasis will continue to be control of aquatic invasive mussels, adaptation strategies 
to cope with the impact of climate change on water supply and demand, and pursuit of more efficient 
methods of water desalination. 

Technology Transfer : Continues developing more effective ways of transferring research findings to 
the water users, water managers, and the private sector. 

Scientific Coordination and Collaboration: Enter into and maintain productive Memorandums of 
Understanding (MOUs) and Interagency Agreements (lAs) with other federal agencies, universities, 
and other organizations that offer Reclamation complementary scientific and R&D capabilities, such 
as with the Agricultural Research Service (ARS) to provide expert assistance on technology transfer. 
Participate on research planning and coordination teams sponsored by the White House Office of 
Science and Technology Subcommittee on Water Availability and Quality (SWAQ). 

Climate Change Adaptation: 

In FY 201 1 Reclamation will use $4 million of its climate change science capacity funding for staff 
support and collaboration on science priorities at the Department’s Climate Science Centers (CSCs). 
Reclamation’s support of and participation in the CSCs will help prioritize research topics to address 
the most pressing natural resource management needs and provide an interface to step down broad- 
scale research results to the applied research and monitoring activities of the Landscape Conservation 
Cooperatives (LCCs), individual Interior bureaus, programs and water resource managers. 
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Research and Development 
Science and Technology Program 


In FY 20 1 1 , Reclamation will use Climate Change and Water Working Group (C-CAWWG) that was 
established in 2008 to bring together the Federal water management agencies (Reclamation and the 
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers) with USGS and NOAA. The C-CAWWG group recently published, 
“Climate Change and Water Resources Management: A Federal Perspective.”, which can be found 
at: http.7/piibs.uses.aov/circ/133 1/Circl33l.pdf Other agencies, such as the EPA and the FWS have 
expressed interest in being part of this collaboration. 

Through the C-CAWWG, Reclamation identifies the climate information gaps and needs of water 
managers, and then steers resources to meeting those needs. An active program of cooperative 
research is underway, as well as the development of a training program to provide water managers 
with consistent, credible climate change information and tools. 

These activities, today and in the future, will serve the needs of Reclamation, other DO! agencies, and 
the Climate Science Centers and Landscape Conservation Cooperatives. 


Reclamation Request 


S 11,488,000 
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Rural Water Program, Title 1 


LOCATION: The 17 Western States in Reclamation’s Service Area. 

DESCRIPTION/JUSTIFACATTON; Reclamation is proposing $2,677 million for the Rural Water 
Program in FY 201 1, building on the $2.3 million requested in FY 2010. In December 2006, Congress 
enacted P.L. 109-451 . the Reclamation Rural Water Supply Act of 2006 (Act), authorizing the Secretary 
of the Interior to create a rural water supply program to address rural water needs in the 17 western 
United States (Rural Water Program). Current data indicate that millions of Americans still live without 
safe drinking water, a basic necessity of life. The Bureau of Reclamation has significant experience in the 
planning, design and construction of rural water supply projects, but did not previously have authority to 
implement a formal rural water program prior to the passage of the Act. The Act required Reclamation to 
promulgate a rule establishing comprehensive programmatic criteria governing eligibility, the 
prioritization of projects for funding, and the evaluation of studies completed under the program. The 
Department published an interim final rule establishing these criteria in the Federal Register in November 
2008 (43 CFR 404). Reclamation is currently finalizing internal directives and standards for the program 
and plans to begin program implementation in FY 2010. 

AUTHORIZATION: P.L 109-451, Title I, Rural Water Supply Act of 2006, enacted December 22, 
2006. The Act authorizes the Secretary of the Interior to create a rural water supply program to address 
rural water needs in the 1 7 Western States. 

BUDGET PERFORMANCE INTEGRATION: This project is aligned with the following Department 
of the Interior's Strategic Plan end outcome goal(s): Deliver Water Consistent with Applicable State and 
Federal Law, in an Environmentally Responsible and Cost-Efficient Manner. The intermediate outcome 
is: Effective Water Management to Optimize Supply. The performance measure is: Optimize Supply: 
Improvement in Existing Water Supply (acre-feet per year) Resulting from Management Agreements and 
Partnerships. The Activity Based Cosling/Management alignment may include: 22-Plan for Water and 
Related Resource Use. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 


Activity 

FY2010 

FY20! 1 

Water and Energy Management and Development 

$2,231,000 

$2,677,000 

Request 

$2,231,000 

$2,677,000 

Non-Federal 

0 

0 

Prior Year Funds 

898,859 

0 

Total Program 

$3,129,859 

$2,677,000 

Prior Year Funds/Non-Federal 

(898,859) 

0 

Total Reclamation Allotment 

$2,231,000 

$2,677,000 


The Act requires contribution of non-Federal cost-share funding in the amount of 50 percent of the total cost for a 
feasibility study, and equal to any amount exceeding $200,000 for an appraisal investigation. Cost-share 
contributions may be made in cash or in-kind services and are more accurately determined as proposals are selected. 


WORK PROPOSED FOR FY 2011: 

Water and Energy Management and Development - Funds are requested to implement a rural water 
program to address rural water needs in the 17 Western States. The Act authorizes the Secretary of the 
interior to establish a rural water program in the Reclamation States to: (1) investigate and identify 
opportunities to address water supply needs in rural communities; (2) plan the design and construction of 
rural water supply projects through the conduct of appraisal and feasibility studies; and, (3) to submit 
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fcasibiliVy studies, as appropriate, to Congress to vecommend authorization for construction, Reclamation 
plans to begin implementation of the Rural Water Program in FY 2010 on a pilot basis, providing 
assistance to non-Federal entities to conduct appraisal investigations and feasibility studies, if funding 
allows. The $2,677 million requested for 201 1 will be used to fully implement the Program by providing 
assistance with apprai.sal and feasibility studies. Assistance will be provided on a competitive basis in 
accordance with programmatic criteria currently under development, and a non-Federal cost-share will be 
required, as provided under the Act. 

Reclamation Request $2,677,000 
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Site Security Activities 

LOCATION: The 17 Western States in Reclamation’s Service Area. 

DESCRIPTlON/JlfSTIFICATlON: Reclamation’s dams, reservoirs, and powerplants represent 
potential targets for terrorist and other criminal activity. Reclamation’s large inventory of water resources 
infrastructure, which includes 5 National Critical Infrastructure (NCI) facilities, would present serious 
risks to the public if they were to fail. 

The purpose of Reclamation’s Site Security Program is to protect these facilities and systems, 
Reclamation’s critical information, and most importantly, the employees, contractors, and public at or 
near Reclamation facilities. Security Program activities include prioritizing critical assets; identifying and 
assessing potential threats, vulnerabilities, and consequences; and mitigating risks through integrated and 
cost-effective security measures. Site Security measures may include facility fortification, surveillance 
and guard activities, improved security procedures, increased employee awareness, and law enforcement 
activities. 

Security - In Fiscal Years 2002 through 2006, Reclamation conducted initial comprehensive security risk 
assessments on 260 critical and project essential facilities. Reclamation categorized its facilities into five 
criticality groups: National Critical Infrastructure, Major Mission Critical, Mission Critical, Project 
Essential, and Low Risk. Critical and project essential facilities were then prioritized based on several 
factors such as structure size and type, population at risk, public access, and other relevant factors. The 
facility criticality level and priority are used to develop annual work plans and schedule annual 
fortification activities. 

From 2002 through 2009, Reclamation initiated fortification upgrades and enhancements at all five 
National Critical Infrastructure facilities and several Major Mission Critical facilities. We completed 
2,256 of 3,156 recommendations that were developed and approved during the security risk assessment 
process. Recommendations generated from comprehensive and periodic security reviews are prioritized 
for implementation based on the identified risks and facility criticality. Each year, work plans for 
fortification are developed based on the current assessment of risks, the criticality level and priority of 
each asset, and the progress of current fortification work. As periodic studies and assessments are 
completed, risk is reevaluated based on changes in threats, vulnerabilities, and consequences, and existing 
risk-reduction measures. 

Reclamation also works closely with other Federal agencies and laboratories to enhance understanding of 
the potential effects of terrorist activities on dams and related resources, including cyber resources, and 
conducted studies and development activities on potential mitigation measures and new technologies. 
Reclamation provided leadership, collaboration, and coordination of security-related activities with the 
Department of Homeland Security and other Dams Sector agencies for implementation of the National 
Infrastructure Protection Plan, infonnation sharing, and security-related studies and development. 

From FY 2002 through 2008, several independent and internal reviews were conducted of Reclamation’s 
Site Security program including a review by Sandia National Laboratory and the Interagency Forum for 
Infrastructure Protection, Office of Inspector General, Office of Management and Budget (0MB), and the 
National Academy of Sciences. As a result of these reviews, Reclamation implemented improvements to 
all components of its Site Security Program, including Personnel Security, Information Security, Facility 
Security, Operations Security, and Law Enforcement. 

Reimbursabilitv - The Consolidated Natural Resources Act of 2008 (P.L. 1 10-229) was signed into law 
on May 8, 2008. Section 513 is titled Bureau of Reclamation Site Security and includes provisions for 
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the treatment of Reclamation Site Security Costs, transparency and collaboration, and an annual report to 
Congress. Section 513 provides; 

“The Secretary of the Interior shall include no more than .$18,900,000 per fiscal year, indexed 
each fiscal year after fiscal year 2008 according to the preceding year's Consumer Price Index, of 
those costs incurred for increased levels of guards and patrols, training, patrols by local and tribal 
law enforcement entities, operation, maintenance, and replacement of guard and response force 
equipment, and operation and maintenance of facility fortifications at Bureau of Reclamation 
facilities after the events of September 1 1, 2001, as reimbursable operation and maintenance costs 
under Reclamation law.” 

Section 5 1 3 also provides that capital construction costs incurred by Reclamation after September 1 1 , 

2001 for the physical fortification of Reclamation facilities shall be non-reimbursable, including 
construction, modification, upgrade, or replacement of facility fortifications. 

Section 513 authorizes Reclamation to develop policies and procedures, witli project beneficiaries, to 
provide for the payment of reimbursable costs described in the law. Reclamation began development of 
policies and procedures in late FY 2008 and implemented those policies and procedures, including the 
annual reimbursability ceiling, in FY 2009. 

Law Enforcement - Prior to November 2001 Reclamation had no Law Enforcement Authority with the 
exception of the Hoover Dam Police Department. Following the events of September 1 1 , 200 1 , in 
November 2001 Congress enacted P.L. 107-69 which gave Reclamation new but limited law enforcement 
authority. Under this new authority. Reclamation is required to use other Federal, State, local, or tribal 
law enforcement via contract or Cooperative Agreement. The powers of law enforcement officers are 
limited to Reclamation projects or Reclamation lands. Reclamation entered into an Interagency 
Agreement with the Bureau of Land Management to provide Law Enforcement personnel to serve as 
Reclamation Special Agents (RSAs) on permanent detail to Reclamation. 

To exercise Reclamation’s new law enforcement authority. Reclamation issued new regulations which 
include; Public Conduct Rule — 43 CFR Part 423 (April 2002); Law Enforcement Authority - 43 CFR 
Part 422 (June 2004); and the expanded Public Conduct Rule - 43 CFR Part 423 (April 2006). 

The Law Enforcement program shifted the emphasis from traditional land management and recreation 
related enforcement to an enhanced focus on counter terrorism and critical infrastructure protection. This 
is accomplished through the coordination and execution of additional Interagency Agreements and 
contracts to provide law enforcement assistance, and conducting investigations of criminal activities and 
suspicious incidents at Reclamation facilities. 

Reclamation’s Law Enforcement’s Intelligence Unit gathers, analyzes, and disseminates information 
related to Reclamation projects, lands, and facilities, conducts threat assessments, and provides classified 
intelligence briefings related to Reclamation facilities. These activities are accomplished through 
partnerships with the Federal Bureau of Investigation (FBI)/Joint Terrorist Task Force (JTTF), State 
fusion centers, and other intelligence community organizations. 

Reclamation’s Site Security budget addresses the Department of the Interior’s program guidance 
including; (1 ) completion of security improvements at Interior’s critical infrastructures and key resources, 
including implementation of minimum security standards, risk assessment recommendations, and Policy 
Compliance Review recommendations, (2) continuation of intelligence gathering, threat analysis, and 
dissemination of intelligence information through summary reports and briefings, (3) continuation of 
studies and investigations with other organizations to help identify critical vulnerabilities, new 
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technologies, and mitigation solutions, (4) continuation of periodic risk assessments to update and re- 
assess security as new threat, vulnerability, and consequence information becomes available, and (5) 
validating, testing, and exercising security systems after their installation. This proposal supports the 
Department’s mission of Serving Communities, and the Outcome Goal of Protecting Lives, Resources, 
and Property. The Department must be able to prevent and deter threats to employees, visitors, and vital 
facilities and infrastructure as well as detect impending danger before attaeks or ineidents occur. 

AUTHORIZATION: Section 251(b)(2) (D) (1) of the Balanced Budget and Emergency Deficit Control 
Act of 1985, as amended; P.L. 98-552, October 30, 1984. The Consolidated Natural Resources Act of 
2008 (P.L. 1 10-229) was signed into law on May 8, 2008. Section 5 13 is titled Bureau of Reclamation 
Site Security and includes provisions for the treatment of Reclamation Site Security Costs, transparency 
and collaboration, and an annual report to Congress. 

PERFORMANCE INFORMATION; This project is aligned with the following Department of the 
Interior’s Strategic Plan end outcome goal(s): Improve Protection of Lives, Resources, and Property. 
The intermediate outcome is: Improve Public Safety and Security and Protect Public Resources from 
Damage. The performance measures are: Percent of facilities meeting the minimum Departmental 
physical security guidelines and Percent of identified physical security vulnerabilities mitigated at DOl 
facilities. The Activity Based Costing/Management alignment includes: 4H - Operate Dams/Water 
Storage Facilities and 5A - Maintain Dams/water Storage Facilities. Additionally, the Security Program 
has five Program Performance Improvement (formerly known as PART measures) performance 
measures. The following tables displays GPRA and PPl performance measures used to inform budgetary 
and management decisions. 


GPRA End Outcome 
Goal 1: Improve 
Protection of Lives, 

Departmental GPRA 




PPl Performance Measures 

End Outcome 

Percent of facilities meeting 

Measure 1 : Percent of critical and project essential assets 

Performance Measures: 

the minimum Departmental 

with a high risk rating 

Public Safety and 

Security. 

physical security guidelines. 

Measure 2: Percent of periodic security risk assessments 
conducted annually on critical and project essential 

Intermediate 

Outcomes: Improve 

Percent of identified physical 

facilities 

Public Safety and 

security vulnerabilities 

Measure 3: Percent of risk assessment recommendations 

Security and Protect 

Public Resources from 

mitigated at DOt facilities. 

that have been completed 

Damage 


Measure 4: Cost per active background investigation file 



Measure 5: Percent of threat assessments conducted 
annually in support of Comprehensive Security Reviews 


Measures I and 3 inform budgetary and management decisions related to fortification and physical 
security improvements. Measures I and 2 inform budgetary and management decisions related to 
security risk assessments and studies to investigate and develop mitigation solutions to reduce the risk at 
critical and project essential assets. Measure 4 is a cost efficiency measure which tracks the unit cost of 
personnel security activities and is used to formulate the personnel security budget. The Law 
Enforcement budget is formulated, in part, based on the funding needed to conduct threat assessments in 
support of Comprehensive Security Reviews (Measure 5). Reclamation, the Department, and 0MB 
reviewed and modified these performance measures in late FY 2008 to improve their scope and 
effectiveness. Reclamation developed baseline information for the revised measures in FY 2009. 
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Measure 1 , Percent of critical and project essential assets with a high risk rating, is an overall outcome 
performance measure for the Security Program, The reduction of high risk asset ratings cannot be 
precisely correlated wilh funding from a given fiscal year because risk reduction activities are generally 
achieved over multiple years, structured in three phases which include scoping, design, and installation. 

The following graph demonstrates cumulative fortification expenditures and percent reduction of assets 
with high risk ratings. 



Although all Security Program activities and budget support the accomplishment of this measure, 
measurable risk reduction is strongly linked to the level of fortification measures achievable within the 
fortification budget. 


All original PPl action plan milestones have been completed and Reclamation continues to work with 
Interior and 0MB to develop new milestones to provide continuous program improvement. 

COMPLETION DATA: This is an ongoing program. 
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SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 


Program Financial Data 


Activity 

FY 2010 

FY2011 1 

Facility Operations 

$20,457,000 

$21,114,000 1 

Facility Maintenance & Rehabilitation 

7,270,000 

9,154,000 1 

Enacted/Request 

$27,727,000 

$30,268,000 1 

Non-Federal '' 

12,948,000 

11,556,000 

Prior Year Funds 

78,284 

0 

Total Program 

$40,753,284 

$41,824,000 

Prior Year Funds/Non-Federal ” 

(13,026,284) 

(11,556,000) 

Total Reclamation Allotment 

$27,727,000 

$30,268,000 


1/ The Non-Federal include the up-front funding for the reimbursable security O&M costs. 


WORK PROPOSED FOR FY 2011: 

Facility Operations - 

Security Prosram: Continues funding for comprehensive and periodic security risk assessments, and 
activities associated with information security, operations security, personnel security, and personal 
identity verification. Continues funding for Regional Security Officers, NCI Security Officers, Area 
Office Security Coordinators, development and maintenance of site security plans, coordination with 
Chief Information Office security functions, participation on the Dam Sector Government Coordinating 
Council, coordination with Homeland Security and other Dam Sector agencies, policy development, and 
fund management. Continues funding for studies and reviews to enhance understanding of the potential 
effects of teiTorist activities on dams and related resources, and conducting studies and development 
activities on potential mitigation measures and new technologies. 

Includes the appropriated portion of guards and patrols costs. The FY 20! I Budget Request projects an 
operation and maintenance (O&M) security reimbursability ceiling of approximately $20 million, indexed 
for inflation as authorized by Section 513 of P.L. 1 10-229. 

Law Enforcement Program: Continues law enforcement program activities and oversight including 
administrative functions. Continues to coordinate Reclamation’s Law Enforcement activities with 
Federal, State, and local law enforcement agencies to enforce laws and regulations on Reclamation 
properties. Conducts investigations of potential criminal activity and suspicious activities on Reclamation 
lands and facilities, to enforce 43 CFR Part 423 (Public Conduct Rule) and other applicable laws and 
regulations. Conducts threat assessments to determine the potential for terrorist and/or criminal activity at 
Reclamation facilities. 

Continues to gather, analyze and disseminate intelligence information related to Reclamation projects, 
land, and facilities. Continues partnership with the FBl/JTTF to compile and analyze incident reports and 
suspicious activities to assist law enforcement officers and security personnel in the protection of 
Reclamation assets. 

Continues implementation activities of the Incident Management, Analysis, and Reporting System 
tlMARS), a Secretarial Initiative to improve the reporting of law enforcement, security, and emergency 
management incidents. Continues participation in Bonneville Power Administration's (BPA) Crime 
Witness program. Continues to provide annual Law Enforcement for Managers Training Course at the 
Federal Law Enforcement Training Center and provides Rinding for the Department of Interior law 
enforcement coordination and training. Continues to provide project management and oversight of full 
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scale tactical exercises at NCI facilities which include other Federal, State, and local law enforcement 
agencies. Tliese exercises are designed to validate the effectiveness of the security and law enforcement 
programs. 

$32,670,000 

Non-Federal - Power customers f 1 i.556.000) 

Subtotal, Facility Operations 21,114,000 

Facility Maintenance and Rehabilitation - Continues integrated security upgrades recommended during 
Reclamation’s security risk assessments of its facilities. Continues work on installation and 
implementation of needed physical security improvements such as access control, barriers, enhanced 
communications, lighting, remote surveillance systems, exterior alarm doors and locks, and alarm 
systems. Physical security enhancements will help protect Reclamation facilities from terrorist threats, 
other criminal activities, and unauthorized operation of water control systems, and will reduce the high 
risk rating at critical assets. The increase in F"/ 201 1 provides physical security upgrades and 
enhancements scheduled at Anderson Ranch, Palisades, and Deer Flat; installation of barriers and other 
security enhancements at several Mission Critical facilities; and to ensure compliance with new North 
American Electric Reliability Corporation (NERC) Critical Infrastructure Protection Standards. 

9,154.000 

Reclamation Request $30,268,000 
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Water Conservation Field Services Program 
LOCATION: The 17 Western States in Reclamation’s Service Area. 

DESCRIPTION/JUSTIFICATION; Reelamation established the Water Conservation Field Services 
Program (WCFSP) in 1996 to proactively encourage water conservation in the operations of recipients of 
water from Federal water projects and to assist agricultural and urban water districts in preparing and 
implementing water conservation plans in accordance with the Reclamation Reform Act of 1982 (RRA). 
The WCFSP is managed by each of Reclamation’s regional offices and implemented at the local level 
through Reclamation’s area offices to address Reclamation-wide water conservation priorities and to meet 
local goals. Through the WCFSP, Reclamation maintains long-term partnerships with Reclamation water 
contractors by making available cost-shared financial assistance for water conservation planning activities, 
on-the-ground efficiency improvements, demonstration projects, and education and training, as well as 
technical assistance from Reclamation staff. The WCFSP also supports Reclamation’s efforts to broaden 
its partnerships by fostering coordination with other conservation programs and promoting improved water 
management Reclamation-wide. 

Reclamation will also continue to coordinate regional and local activities to support a uniform west-wide 
criteria that will enhance water conservation programs and improve water conservation activities 
throughout the West. 

AUTHORIZATION: Reclamation Act of 1902, P.L. 57-161, as amended; Soil and Moisture 
Conservation Act of 1935. P. L. 74-46, 49 Stat. 163, 16 U.S.C. 590 et seq.; Fish and Wildlife Coordination 
Act, P. L. 85-624, 75 Stat. 563, 16 U.S.C. 66! et seq.; Reclamation Reform Act of 1982, P.L. 97-293, 43 
U.S.C. 390jj; Section 9504 of the Omnibus Public Land Management Act of 2009, P.L. 111-11, 

BUDGET PERFORMANCE INTEGRATION: This project is aligned with the following Department 
of the Interior ’s Strategic Plan end outcome goal{s): Deliver Water Consistent with Applicable State and 
Federal Law, in an Environmentally Responsible and Cost-Efficient Manner. The intermediate outcome 
is: Effective Water Management to Optimize Supply. The performance measure is: Optimize Supply: 
Improvement in Existing Water Supply (acre-feet per year) Resulting from Management Agreements and 
Partnerships. The Activity Based Costing/Management alignment may include: 8J-Enhance Water 
Supply. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 


Program Financial Data 


Activity 

FY2010 

FY2011 

Water and Energy Management and Development 

$6,176,000 

$7,854,000 

Request 



Non-Federal 

2,782,000 

0 

Prior Year Funds 

72,747 

0 

Total Program 

$9,030,747 

$7,854,000 

Prior Year Funds/Non-Federal 


0 

Total Reclamation Allotment 

$6,176,000 



WORK PROPOSED FOR FY 2011; 

Water and Energy Management and Development - 

The WCFSP makes available cost-shared financial assistance at the area and regional office levels for 
water conservation planning activities, on-the-ground efficiency improvements, demonstration projects, 
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and education and training, as well as technical assistance from Reclamation staff. Funding Opportunity 
Announcements developed by Reclamation’s regional and area offices incorporate Reclamation-wide 
selection criteria that reflect a priority on water conservation planning and on-lhe-ground efficiency 
improvements. Reclamation limits WCFSP awards to no more than $ 100,000 in Federal funding per 
project. Applicants continue to compete with other applicants within their region or area for WCFSP 
financial assistance. Continues to assist districts with their responsibility to develop water conservation 
plans under the RRA. Also, continues to provide support for program coordination and Reclamation’s 
participation in the Federal-State-Local Bridging-the-Headgate partnership. The increase in funding from 
last year is a result of increased anticipated spending on outlined programs. $7,854,000 

Non-Federal 0 

Reclamation Request $7,854,000 
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“Sustain and Manage America’s Resources for Tomorrow’’ 

LOCATION: The 17 Western States in Reclamation’s Service Area, 

DESCRIPTION/JUSTIFICATION: The American West is now the fastest growing region of the 
country and faces serious water challenges. Adequate and safe water supplies are fundamental to the 
health, economy, security, and ecology of the country. With increased demands for water from growing 
populations and energy needs, amplified recognition of environmental water requirements, and the 
potential for decreased supplies due to drought and climate change, a water balance cannot be achieved 
without water conservation and water reuse. Federal leadership is critical to widespread acceptance and 
implementation of effective conservation and recycling techniques. With the $62 million requested in FY 
2011, Reclamation will help address these concerns through the Department’s WaterSMART (Sustain 
and Manage America’s Resources for Tomorrow) Program - working to achieve a sustainable water 
strategy to meet our Nation’s water needs. The Department’s WaterSMART Program ahso includes 
participation from U.S, Geological Survey. 

The WaterSMART Program (which includes the Reclamation programs formerly known as the Water 
Conservation Initiative) will include cost-shared grants for conservation, water and energy management 
improvement projects, basin-wide planning studies that wilt address the impacts of climate change, and 
funding of water reuse and recycling projects through the Title XVI Water Reclamation and Reuse 
Program. Reclamation will also partner with States, tribes and local entities under the WaterSMART 
Program to develop incentives and best practices for implementing sustainable water conservation and 
water recycling projects. Together, these programs form an important part of Reclamation’s 
implementation of the Secure Water Act (Subtitle F of Title IX of P.L. 111-11, Omnibus Public Land 
Management Act of 2009), 

AUTHORIZATION: The Reclamation Act of 1902, June 17, 1902 as amended. P.L. 102-575, Title 
XVI, Reclamation Wastewater and Groundwater Study and Facilities Act of 1992, October 30, 1992; 

P.L. 104-266, Reclamation Recycling and Water Conservation Act of 1996, October 9, 1996; P.L. 105- 
321, Oregon Public Lands Transfer and Protection Act of 1998, October 30, 1998; P.L. 106-554, 
Consolidated Appropriations Act, 2001, December 21, 2000, Appendix D, Section 106, Truckee 
Watershed Reclamation Project; P.L. 106-566, Hawaii Water Resources Act of 2000, December 23, 

2000; P.L. 107-344, An Act to Amend Title XVI, December 17, 2002; P.L. 108-7, Consolidated 
Appropriations Resolution, February 20, 2003; P.L. 108-233, Irvine Basin Surface and Groundwater 
Improvement Act of 2004, May 28, 2004; P.L. 108-316, Williamson County Water Recycling Act of 
2004, October 5, 2004; and P.L. 109-70, the Hawaii Water Resources Act of 2005, September 21, 2005, 
P.L. 1 10-161, the Consolidated Appropriations Act, 2008, P.L. 110-229, Consolidated Resources Act of 
2008, and P.L. 111-1 1, Omnibus Public I,and Management Act of 2009. 

BUDGET AND PERFORMANCE INTEGRATION: This project is aligned with the following 
Department of the Interior 's Strategic Plan end outcome goals: Deliver Water Consistent with Applicable 
State and Federal Law, in an Environmentally Responsible and Cost-Efficient Manner, The intermediate 
outcome is: Effective Water Management to Optimize Supply and Complete Construction Projects to 
Increase Delivery Infrastructure and Water Availability. The performance measure is: Optimize Supply: 
Improvement in existing water supply (acre-feet per year) resulting from management agreements and 
partnerships and Increased Supply: Potential Acre Feet to be Made Available Through Completion of 
Projects. The Activity Based Costing/Management alignment may include: 22 -Plan for Water and 
Related Resource Use and 8J-Enhance Water Supply- 

High Priority Performance Goal for Water Conservation 

The goal is to enable capability to increase available water supply for agricultural, municipal, industrial, 
and environmental uses in the western United States up to 350,000 acre-feet (estimated amount) by 2012 
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through the bureau’s various conservation-related programs, such as water reuse and recycling (Title XVI) 
and WaterSMART grants (formerly known as Challenge grants). 

Bureau Contribution: 

Reclamation will meet the 350,000 acre-foot goal by partnering with States, Tribes, irrigation and water 
districts and others with water delivery authority through the implementation of the WaterSMART grant 
program and the Title XVI Program, which are components of the WaterSMART Program. In 2010, 

$18.0 million in appropriations will be allocated to the implementation of the WaterSMART grant 
program and $13.6 million is allocated to the Title XVI Program. In 201 1, $27.0 million is requested for 
the WaterSMART grant program and $29.0 million is requested for Title XVI. The WaterSMART grant 
program implements Section 9504 of the Secure Water Act (Subtitle F of Title IX of P.L. 1 1 1-1 1, the 
Omnibus Public Land Management Act of 2009) by providing cost-shared assistance on a competitive 
basis for on-the-ground projects that will conserve water and increase water use and energy efficiency 
through a variety of approaches, including conservation, water marketing, system optimization and water 
reuse, among others. Through the Title XVI Program, authorized by P.L. 1 02-575 in 1 992, as amended. 
Reclamation provides financial and technical assistance to local water agencies for the planning, design, 
and construction of water reclamation and reuse projects, and to conduct research. The Department’s 
WaterSMART Program also includes participation from U.S. Geological Survey. 

Implementation Strategy: 

With $18.0 million in appropriations for FY 2010, Reclamation will undertake a competitive process, 
using criteria designed to maximize water savings, to select proposals for WaterSMART grant projects 
that will conserve water, thereby contributing to the High Priority Performance Goal for Water 
Conservation and meet other objectives including improved water management, energy efficiency, and 
addressing endangered species issues. The proposals will be reviewed and ranked by a team of technical 
experts and financial assistance awards will be made prior to the end of FY 2010. Projects funded in FY 

2010 will be completed by the end of 2012 in accordance with program requirements. Estimated water 
savings through Challenge Grant projects are 87,000 acre-feet each year, on average, since 2004. 

Under the Title XVI Program, FY 2010 appropriations will be used to continue to fund authorized 
projects. Funding for individual projects will be awarded through financial assistance agreements prior to 
the end of the fiscal year, following compliance with environmental and other program requirements. 

The FY 2010 target for projects funded through the WaterSMART grants and Title XVI program is 
150,000 acre-feet in estimated water savings. Federal investments in Title XVI projects, including all 
projects funded since 1992, made available an estimated 245,000 acre-feet of water in 2009. 

The $27.0 million funding requested for the WaterSMART grant program in FY 2011 represents an 
increase of $9.0 million above FY 2010 funding levels. With the increased funding. Reclamation will be 
able to fund 60-75 new projects in FY 2011, including projects funded at $300 thousand per agreement 
and a small number of projects funded at up to $1 .0 million per agreement as authorized in the Secure 
Water Act. The $29.0 million requested for the Title XVI Program in FY 201 1 represents a $15.4 million 
increase above FY 2010 levels. In FY 2011, $20.0 million will be used to fund additional projects 
authorized under Title XVI, to be selected using criteria focused on reducing existing diversions or 
addressing specific water supply issues in a cost-effective manner, addressing environmental and water 
quality concerns, promoting clean dn efficient energy use and meeting other program goals. The FY 

2011 target for projects funded through WaterSMART grants and the Title XVI Program is 200,000 acre- 
feet in estimated water savings. 

Performance Metrics: 

The Department is developing a set of internal measures and milestones to monitor and track achievement 
of the High Priority Performance Goals. Progress in these areas will be reported and reviewed throughout 
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the year by the Deputy Secretary’s Operations Planning Group to identify and address any need for 
enhanced coordination or policy measures to address barriers to the achievement of the Water 
Conservation High Priority Perfonnance Goal. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 


Activity 

FY2010 

FY2011 

Water and Energy Management and Development 

$23,500,000’' 

$53,189,000 

Request 


$53,189,000 

Funding Requested within specified projects 


8,811,000 

Non-Federal 

0 

0 

Prior Year Funds 

8,272,450 

0 

Total Program 

$42,867,450 

$62,000,000 

Prior Year Funds/Non-Federal 

(8,272,450) 

0 

Funding Requested within specific projects 

(11,095,000) 

(8,811,000) 

Total Reclamation Allotment 

$23,500,000 

$53,189,000 


'' Includes enacted funding for both the WaterSMART Program (formerly known as the Water Conservation 
Initiative) ($21 million) and the Title XVI Water Reclamation and Reuse Program ($2.5 million) specified for the 
WateReuse Foundation. 

Specified projects are the Title XVI projects, which all have their own individual justification in the various 
Region sections. A consolidated list of these projects can be found in the Water and Related Resources Overview 
section, on page 3. Also, although not part of the WaterSMART Program, an additional $1.2 million in funding for 
this program appears in the FY 201 1 California Bay Delta (CALFED) narrative and in FY 2010 there is $3.0 million 
in Title XVI funding in the CALFED program that also contributes to the goals of the WaterSMART Program. 

IMPACTS OF RECOVERY ACT FUNDING 

With $40 million in American Recovery and Reinvestment Act (ARRA) funding allocated for Challenge 
grants, Reclamation has provided cost-shared funding for 13 new on-the-ground projects to construct over 
$96 million in sustainable water conservation and efficiency improvements. Projects funded through the 
ARRA are scheduled to be completed in 2010 and 2011. Reclamation has also used $135 million in 
ARRA funding to provide cost-shared funding for 26 Title XVI projects to provide growing communities 
with new sources of water while promoting water and energy efficiency and environmental stewardship. 
Federal funding is being leveraged to construct a total of more than $675 million in Title XVI projects 
and will accelerate the completion of projects authorized for funding under Title XVI of P.L. 102-575. 

WORK PROPOSED FOR FY 2011; 

Water and Energy Management and Development - 

WaterSMART grants (formerly known as Challenge grants). This component of the WaterSMART 
Program includes the WaterSMART grants, which implements Section 9504 of the Secure Water Act 
(Subtitle F of Title IX of P.L. 1 11-1 1, the Omnibus Public Land Management Act of 2009) by providing 
cost-shared assistance on a competitive basis for the following types of on-the-ground projects: (1) 
sustainable water conservation and efficiency projects that allow users to decrease diversions and to use 
or transfer the water saved; (2) water marketing projects with willing sellers and buyers, including water 
banks, that transfer water to other uses to meet critical needs for water supplies; (3) projects that improve 
water management by increasing the use of renewable energy, by increasing operational flexibility 
(constructing aquifer recharge facilities or making system optimization and management improvements). 
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or by addressing endangered species and other environmental issues; and (4) pilot and demonstration 
projects that address the technical and economic viability of treating and using brackish groundwater, 
seawater, impaired waters, or otherwise creating new water supplies within a specific locale. 

WaterSMART grants will leverage Federal funding by requiring a minimum of 50 percent non-Federal 
cost-share contribution. Grants will be available to States, tribes, irrigation and water districts, and other 
entities with water or power delivery authority. Reclamation will also provide cost-shared assistance to 
universities, non-profits, and organizations with water or power delivery authority for research activities 
designed to conserve water, increase water use efficiency, or enhance the management of water resources, 
including developing tools to assess the impacts of climate change on water resources, and research that 
will increase the use of renewable energy in the management and delivery of water and power. All grant 
proposals will be evaluated using criteria that give priority to projects that save the most water, facilitate 
transfers to new uses, address endangered species, climate change and other environmental issues, 
improve energy efficiency, conserve Reclamation project water, and exceed the minimum 50 percent non- 
Federal cost-share requirement. The WaterSMART grant projects will be required to be completed 
within two years from the date of funding. As a result, projects funded under the WaterSMART Program 
will have a near-term impact on water and energy conservation and improved water management. 

With the funding requested in FY 201 1, Reclamation will be able to fund 60 to 75 new projects in 
FY 2011, including projects funded at $300 thousand per agreement and a small number of 
projects funded af up to $1 million per agreement (as authorized in the Secure Water Act) - 
providing expanded assistance to address crucial water supply issues, stretch limited water supplies and 
improve water management. Additionally, to ensure that the most effective approaches to sustainable 
water conservation and water recycling are being employed. Reclamation will partner with States, Tribes 
and local entities to develop incentives and best practices in sustainable water conservation techniques 
and water recycling and reuse methodologies. Opportunities for energy conservation in the management 
of water resources will also be evaluated, along with the energy requirements of various approaches to 
water conservation and water recycling. Reclamation believes that sustainable water conservation and 
recycling, use of markets, and improved efficiency are crucial elements of any plan to address Western 
water issues, With WaterSMART grants. Reclamation will take an important step towards increasing 
conservation and efficiency on a West-wide basis. 

$27,000,000 

Basin Studies - Reclamation will implement Section 9503 of the Secure Water Act through the Basin 
Study Program, including implementation of the Basin Studies, West-Wide Risk Assessments, and 
Landscape Conservation Cooperatives (LCCs). In conducting the Basin Studies, Reclamation will work 
with State and local partners to analyze the impacts of climate change on water and power facilities in key 
basins and sub-basins in the Western States, and will identify options to mitigate those impacts. In 2011, 
Reclamation and its non-Federal partners will initiate two to three comprehensive, two-year water supply 
and demand studies in the West, and may provide continued funding for basin studies initiated in FY 
2010. Reclamation will also implement reconnaissance-level water supply and demand analyses in 
Reclamation river basins through the West-Wide Climate Risk Assessments, and will initiate two LCCs, 
as described below. 

Each Basin Study will include the following four elements: 

• State-of-the-art projections of future supply and demand by river basin, including the impacts of 
climate change. 

o Working with partners and experts in climate and hydrologic modelling, demographics 
and water forecasting, the Basin Studies will assess the risks posed by climate change to 
water supplies within a basin or sub-basin, including risks related to: changes in 
snowpack; changes in the timing and quality of runoff; and changes in groundwater 
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recharge and discharge. This will include appropriate revisions to definitions of 
“normal,” “dry,” and “wet” years, as well as projections of how precipitation (both 
rainfall and snow pack) and temperature patterns are likely to be impacted by climate 
change. In future years, this element of the Basin Studies will incorporate and build on 
the information provided in the West-Wide Climate Risk Assessments, 
o The studies will also forecast future water demands based on expected changes in water 
use patterns due to increasing temperatures, population growth, transfer of irrigation 
supplies to municipal and industrial use, increased demand for hydro-power, production 
of bio-fuels, changing needs of the environment and other factors, 
o The studies will apply the projections of supply and demand described above to the basin 
or sub-basin of interest, taking into account existing facilities, water rights and key 
elements of the hydrologic system, to determine how changes in water supplies will 
impact basin water uses. The specific water uses evaluated may vary depending on the 
interests of the study partners, but will generally include evaluation of risks to 
Reclamation’s ability to deliver water and power, the ability of study partners to meet 
municipal, industrial and agricultural water needs, as well as impacts to fish and wildlife 
habitat, endangered and threatened species, water quality, hydroelectric power generation 
facilities, flood control management, and other important water uses within the basin or 
sub-basin. 

• Analysis of how the basin’s existing water and power operations and infrastructure will perform 
in response to the projections of future water supplies and demands. 

o Based on the projections described above, the Basin Studies will assess the capability of 
current operations and infrastructure to meet future demand, answering the essential 
question; to what extent will we still be able to provide adequate water and power with 
existing operations and infrastructure under various future scenarios? 

• Development of options to improve operations and infrastructure to supply adequate water in the 
future. 

o Where imbalances in supply and demand are indicated, alternatives will be developed to 
better support the basin’s goals and objectives under various scenarios of demand and 
supply. 

• Trade-off analysis of the options identified, findings, and recommendations as appropriate, 

o Engage basin stakeholders in determining appropriate tradeoffs where necessary to best 
satisfy the future water needs of the entire basin, 
o Develop consensus recommendations to adapt or optimize current operations and existing 
infrastructure in the basin to supply adequate water in the future, including identifying 
and prioritizing opportunities for water banking, water conservation, water reuse, 
advanced water treatment, conjunctive surface and groundwater use, modifying flood 
operations criteria, additional authorities, changing or supplementing existing 
infrastructure and operations, and application of new technologies. 

The Basin Studies are critical to the West, as they will deal with the impacts of climate change, record 
droughts, and population increases. The studies will be focused in areas with willing State and local 
partners who provide appropriate sharing of the study costs. Potential study areas include but are not 
limited to major western river basins such as the Colorado, Columbia, Klamath, Missouri, Rio Grande, 
Sacramento, San Joaquin, and Truckee Rivers or their sub-basins, to be detennined by Reclamation and 
its partners as appropriate. 

The West-Wide Climate Risk Assessments will complement the Basin Studies by providing key data and 
climate projections that will provide a foundation for future Basin Studies. The assessments will include 
reconnaissance level projections of climate change impacts to water supply and demand and baseline risk 
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assessments to evaluate the impacts of climate change to water uses, in all major Reclamation river 
basins. Tlirough this activity. Reclamation can apply a consistent approach tlmoughout the west to assess 
the impacts of climate change to water .supplies as a baseline for more in-depth analyses performed 
through future Basin Studies. 

In 201 1, Reclamation will establish and begin implementation of two LCCs in the Colorado River Basin, 
building on work initiated in FY 2010. The LCCs are an important part of the framework established by 
Secretary Salazar in Secretarial Order 3289, issued September 14, 2009, for all bureaus within the 
Department of the Interior to coordinate climate change science efforts and resource management 
strategies. The LCCs are partnerships between Interior agencies and States, Tribes, Non-Governmental 
Organizations and other stakeholders that bring together science and resource conservation to inform 
adaptation strategies addressing climate change and other stressors within an ecological region, or 
“landscape.” 

In 2010, Reclamation will begin work to develop two new LCCs in the Colorado River Basin. Through 
this initial work, in 2010 Reclamation will evaluate the science and technical capabilities needed to 
support two LCCs in this geographic area, including: (1) identifying and prioritizing key climate impact 
issues and conservation priorities within the basin; (2) identifying the climate science tools, data and 
modeling capabilities needed to develop adaptation strategies; (3) identifying potential partners; and, (4) 
forming a detailed Implementation strategy. In 2011, Reclamation will establi.sh and begin 
implementation of the LCCs. Work will include; (1) Building on the existing capabilities of Reclamation 
and other partners to provide the science capability needed to support the development of adaptation 
strategies in the basin; (2) assessing existing climate change tools to identify gaps that can be addressed 
through the Department’s Climate Response Centers; (3) providing support for adaptation and 
conservation efforts ongoing in the basin, including facilitating data sharing, developing adaptive 
management techniques and monitoring plans; and (4) identifying potential new adaptation strategies to 
address climate change impacts. In undertaking these actions. Reclamation will coordinate with others 
active in the basin to avoid duplication and to complement ongoing efforts wherever possible. 

6,000,000 

Title XVI - Title XVI of P.L, 102-575, as amended (Title XVI), directs the Secretary of the Interior, 
acting through the Commissioner, to undertake a program to identify and investigate opportunities to 
reclaim and reuse wastewaters and naturally impaired ground and surface water in the 17 Western States 
and Hawaii. Title XVI also provides authority for the Secretary to provide up to the lesser of 25 percent 
of, or the Federal appropriations ceiling (typically $20 million) for, the cost of planning, design, and 
construction of specific water recycling projects. The Title XVI Program is an ongoing activity, budgeted 
for by the regions that includes planning studies and construction activities on a project specific basis in 
partnership with local governmental entities. 

Funds budgeted for the FY 201 1 Title XVI Funding Opportunity will be used to accelerate construction 
of projects authorized under Title XVI. Reclamation will post an announcement inviting eligible project 
sponsors to apply for funding and will review and rank the proposals received to identify projects for 
funding. Projects will be selected using criteria focused on reducing existing diversions or addressing 
specific water supply issues in a cost-effective manner, addressing environmental and water quality 
concerns, and meeting other programs goal. Funding for the Commissioner’s Office will be used for 
reviews of Title XVI feasibility studies in accordance with Reclamation Manual Directive and Standard 
WTR 11-01, Water Reclamation and Reuse Program, Feasibility Study Review Process (D&S). 

Continues general program administration such as collection of data on program accomplishment, 
coordination between regional offices for consistency, and develops measures to make the program more 
efficient and effective. Provides seed money for unplanned or unbudgeted appraisal or feasibility studies. 
Continues Reclamation’s involvement in ongoing Title XVI feasibility studies under development by the 
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non-federal project sponsors. Efforts by Reclamation to work with project sponsors to improve program 
processes and procedures will continue in FY 2011. One such effort is the updating of criteria originally 
developed in 1998 and published in the “Guidelines for Preparing, Reviewing, and Processing Water 
Reclamation and Reuse Project Proposals under Title XVI of Public Law 102-575, as Amended/’ These 
factors will form the basis for review and analysis and scoring of potential projects. 

Additional program infonnalion can be found under the specific programs listed below. Funding for the 
Title XVI Program is included in the following projects: 


Named Programs: 


Calleguas Municipal Water District Recycling Project 

$1,400,000 

Long Beach Area Water Reclamation and Reuse Project 

1,000,000 

Long Beach Dcsalinization Project 

1,000,000 

Phoenix Metropolitan Water Reuse Project 

200,000 

San Diego Area Water Recycling Program 

4,969,000 

San Gabriel Basin Project 

0 

San Jose Water Reclamation and Reuse Project 

Commissioner’s Office: 

242,000 

Title XVI Funding Opportunity 

20,000,000 

Title XVI Program Administration 

189.000 

Subtotal 

$29,000,000 

Amount accounted for in named Programs 

oo 

bo 

o 

o 

o 

Total 

$20,189,000 

Reclamation Request 

$53,189,000 
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The Central Valley Project Improvement Act (CVPIA) Restoration Fund (Fund) was authorized in the 
Reclamation Projects Authorization and Adjustments Act of 1992 (Act), Title XXXIV of P.L, 102-575, 
October 30, 1992. This Fund was established to provide funding from project beneficiaries for habitat 
restoration, improvement and acquisition, and other fish and wildlife restoration activities in the Central 
Valley Project (CVP) area of California. Revenues are derived from payments by project beneficiaries 
and from donations. 

Extensive coordination and cooperation between the Fish and Wildlife Service and Reclamation, in 
conjunction with the Restoration Fund Roundtable, continues to help ensure efficient and effective 
implementation of the Act. The Restoration Fund Roundtable includes Central Valley water users, 
hydropower representatives, and interested groups. 

The FY 201 1 request will provide funding to assist in the protection, restoration and enhancement offish, 
wildlife, and associated habitats in the CVP area of California. 

PERFORMANCE INFORMATION: This project is aligned with the following Department of 
Interior's Strategic Plan end outcome goals: Deliver Water. 


This program contributes to the following performance goals: double natural production of anadromous 
fish ($7,570,000); using among other tools flows for fish habitat ($12,250,000); construction of structural 
fish restoration actions ($3,712,000); and refuge water supplies (8,000,000). Funding is also utilized for 
refuge water conveyance and facility construction ($11,400,000); planning and implementation for 
wildlife and associated habitat restoration ($4,200,000); Trinity River Restoration ($1,000,000); Land 
Retirement ($500,000); and data gatliering and analysis to support all programs ($1,283,000). 


Bureau of Reclamation: Central Valley Project Improvement Act Performance Measures 

CVPIA Performance FY 2009 Actual ‘ FY 2010 Planned I FY 2011 Planned I FY2011 Fund 

Measure Accomplishment Accomplishment Accomplishment Request 



AF of optimum 
refuge water supply 
delivered (Level 4) 

N/A"' 

46,390 

46,000 

AF of water provided 
as flows for fish 
habitat ^ 

638,500 

948,500 

948,500 

Percent complete of 

73 structural fish 
restoration actions 

41% 

48% 

52% 


$8,000,000 


$12,250,000 



The cyclical nature of anadromous fish runs in the Central Valley make annual targets impracticable. Therefore, 
three year targets were established (in the PART process) to reflect a progress trend toward doubling goal 
accomplishment. T argets were established for FY 2006, 2009 and 20 12 thus far. Actuals are reported only for 
years in which there is an established target. 

^Structural fish restoration actions and water provided as flows for fish habitat contribute to number of 
representative fish counted performance measure. 
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Updated numbers for representative fish counted are not available until February-March 2010. The numbers for 
representative fish counted are obtained through the California Department of Fish and Game (CDFG); the 
surveys arc cuirently being conducted throughout the Central Valley and CDFG will release the data in February 
2010, The AFR-P Program will then u,se this data to update the AFRP fish count numbers. 

*' Updated numbers for AF of refuge water supply delivered are not available until March 20 1 0. Water deliveries 
are reported based on the Water Year. The Water Year begins March 1 and ends on the last day of February in the 
following year. 


CENTRAL VALLEY PROJECT IMPROVEMENT ACT (CVPIA) BUDGET AND 
PERFORMANCE INTEGR ATION _ 

Acre-feet of optimum refuge water supply acquired is the CVPIA performance goal that measures 
incremental Level 4 (optimum) water supply annually to refuges in the Central Valley Project (CVP) 
service area measured in acre-feet (af). 

The following graph highlights the amount of incremental Level 4 water delivered versus the funding 
requested in the budget request; and the legislated target in the P.L. 1 02-575 (CVPIA). Limited funding 
has prevented acquisition of the legislated target (133,264 af). 
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Program Assessment Rating Tool (PART) Evaluation 

The CVPIA Restoration Fund was evaluated under the PART process in FY 2006 and was found to have 
clear objectives, specific long-term performance measures and strong financial management practices. 
The Program received an “Adequate” rating. Additionally, several improvement actions were 
recommended. Recommendations for improvement include: 

• Develop a CVPIA programmatic cost estimate, {completed) 

• Develop and implement a plan to conduct an independent evaluation - Fisheries. (Fisheries 
review completed Refuges review completed.) 
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• Develop an efficiency measure to demonstrate effective program management, (completed) 

• Develop and implement a long-term action plan to achieve the performance goals, (in progress) 

• Develop a more robust justification for Reclamation annual CVP Restoration Fund request. 
(completed) 

• Develop options to adjust program goals and allow for greater flexibility to focus budgetary 
resources on achieving those goals, (in progress) 

o Revise performance measures, (in progress) 

o Develop and implement a plan to conduct an independent evaluation - Refuges. (Refitges review 
in progress) 


SUMMARIZED FfNANCfAL DATA 


Program Financial Data 


Activity 

FY 2010 

FY2011 

Fish and Wildlife Management and Development 

$35,358,000 

$49,915,000 

Enacted/Request 

$35,358,000 

$49,915,000 

Noil-Federal 

0 

0 

Prior Year Funds 

6,794,086 


Total Program 

$42,152,086 

$49,915,000 

Prior Year Funds/Non-Federal 

(6,794,086) 

0 1 

Total Reclamation Allotment 

$35,358,000 

$49,915,0001 


Anticipated Receipt Allocations 



FY2010 

FY 2011 

Pre-Renewal Charges 

$0 

$0 

Friant Division Surcharges, 3406(c)(1) '' 

0 


Additional Mitigation and Restoration Payments, 3407(d) 

35,057,000 

■■■esseh 

Tiered Water Charges 



Municipal and Industrial (M&I) Surcharge 

1,000 

1,000 

Water Transfer Charge 

0 

0 

Total Anticipated Receipt Allocations 

$35,358,000 

$49,915,000 


" Receipts from Friant Division Surcharges, 3406(c)(1) will be deposited in San Joaquin River Restoration Fund. 


eVP Restoration Fund - 4 


54862A 

























2452 


Central Valley Project Restoration Fund 


Division 

FY 2010 

Water and Related 
Resources 

FY 2010 
Restoration Fund 

FY 2011 

Water and Related 
Resources 

FY2011 

Restoration Fund | 

Miscellaneous 

Project Programs 

$0 

$22,058,000 

$0 

$32,215,000 I 

Trinity River 
Division 

6,753,000 

1,750,000 

11,823,000 

1,000,000 

Delta Division 

2,361,000 

250,000 

2,051,000 

0 

Sacramento River 
Division 

13,750,000 

0 

39,937,000 

0 

San Joaquin 

Division 

300,000 

9,700,000 

350,000 

14,400,000 

San Joaquin River 
Basin Resource 
Management 
Initiative 

0 

1,000,000 

0. 

1,500,000 

Shasta Division 

0 

600,000 

251,000 

800,000 j 

Total 

$23,164,000 

$35,358,000 

$54,412,000 

$49,915,000 j 


WORK PROPOSED FOR FY 2011 

Fish and Wildlife Management and Development - 

Miscellaneous Project Programs, CVP ($32,215,000) 

Anadromons Fish Restoration Program (AFRP) - Section 3406(bXl). The AFRP will continue to make 
reasonable efforts to at least double natural production of anadromous fish. In pursuing this goal, AFRP 
will work with local watershed groups and other local partners to implement locally developed and 
supported watershed restoration plans, and to give first priority to actions, which protect and restore 
natural channel and riparian habitat values. The AFRP will focus on streams with the greatest potential to 
sustain natural production of fall-run, winter-run, and, spring-run Chinook salmon, and steelhead. The 
streams that support these species include the Sacramento, Yuba, Feather, American, and Stanislaus 
rivers, and Cottonwood, Cow, Mill, Deer, Battle, and Clear creeks. The highest priority will be to 
complete ongoing projects. Emphasis will be on improving access for spawning adults to upstream 
habitat, protecting and restoring riparian and shaded riverine aquatic habitat, improving access for 
juvenile fish to floodplain habitats, and reducing loss of juveniles along their rearing and migratory 
corridors. Fish screening and fish passage project planning and permitting will be a high priority. 

$6,070,000 

Other CVP Impacts - Section 3406(b)(1). Funding will be used for protection of habitats through 
purchase of fee title or conservation easements; restoration and management of habitats as well as surveys 
and studies for federally listed species impacted by the CVP. The Program will focus on protecting and 
restoring threatened serpentine soil habitats in Santa Clara County, vernal pool wetlands in the 
Sacramento Valley, grassland and alkali scrub habitats in the San Joaquin Valley, Gabbro soils in El 
Dorado County, and aquatic/riparian habitats throughout the Central Valley. The Program will also 
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solicit for targeted research and planning actions that coincide with high priority species and habitats. ^ 
Proposals will be solicited on grant.gov with new projects being selected each year dependent on species 
and habitat priorities. It is anticipated that the funds will be committed to the following types of projects; 
50% for land acquisition; 20% for habitat restoration; 20% for research; and 10% for other activities such 
as outreach and land management planning. The restoration activities of the (b)(1) Other Program is 
required as part of the Programmatic Section 7 Consultation forCVPIA and other Biological Opinions 
related to CVP operations. 1,700,000 

Dedicated Project Yie ld - Section 3406(b)(2). Funding will be used to continue efforts associated with 
the annual dedication and management of 800,000 acre-feet of CVP yield for the primary purpose of 
anadromous fish restoration as directed by the CVPfA. The May 2003 Decision on Implementation of 
Section 34Q6(b)(2), will be implemented for the seventh year in 201 1; upstream actions will be 
implemented; and monitoring and evaluation to assess the effectiveness of (b)(2) environmental measures 
will continue. A portion of the funds will be used for litigation costs. 800,000 

Flow Fluctuation Study - Section 3406(b)(9). Funding will be used to continue workon guidelines and 
agreements for the operation of New Melones Reservoir and releases to the Stanislaus River. Monitoring 
and field evaluations will continue on critical flow stages and ramping rates for the Sacramento River. 
Review of operations, monitoring, and field observations will continue to ensure effectiveness of 
established operating guidelines for the American River. 50,000 

Restoration of Riparian Habitat and Spawning Gravel - Section 3406(b)( 13). Funding will be used for 
grave! restoration and rearing habitat projects on the Upper Sacramento, American, and Stanislaus rivers 
immediately downstream from Keswick, Nimbus, and Goodwin dams, respectively. Species to benefit 
include Sacramento, American and Stanislaus River Basin Chinook salmon and steelhead trout. The 
public involvement and permitting phases of project planning will determine final site selection in all 
three rivers. Monitoring will be incorporated into all projects to determine the effectiveness of projects at 
maintaining saUtionid habitat. Specific gravel placement activities each year are dependent on watershed 
hydrology which modifies instream habitat. 700,000 


Central Valiev Comprehensive Assessment/Monitoring Program - Section 3406(b)(16). The Program 
will continue efforts to monitor and evaluate the progress of CVPIA implementation actions as well as the 
progress toivard achieving the anadromous fish doubling goals. Utilization of this information will allow 
the adaptive management of the CVPIA anadromous fish restoration efforts. In 20 1 1 funds will be used 
for program management at the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and a data manager at Reclamation. The 
Service will prepare an Annual Report documenting the status of anadromous fish toward the doubling 
goal described in Section 3406(b)(1); continue tracking CVPIA programmatic and project specific 
monitoring efforts; identify future monitoring priorities; and synthesizing data in to usable reports. 
Reclamation will continue work on a new system for the management of CVPIA biological resource data. 
As a result of assessing future priorities, the program will fund a limited number of high priority 
monitoring projects necessary to develop the Annual Report. In addition, the program will participate in 
the development and implementation of a science-based framework for CVPIA, including monitoring 


protocols. 


1,283,000 


Anadromous Fish Screen Program lAFSP) - Section 3406(bX21). The CVPIA requires the Secretary of 
the Interior to assist the State of California in developing and implementing measures to avoid losses of 
juvenile anadromous fish resulting from unscreened or inadequately screened diversions on the 
Sacramento and San Joaquin Rivers, their tributaries, and the Sacramento-San Joaquin Delta. All AFSP 
projects also contribute to the primary goal defined under Section'3406(b)(l), which requires the 
Department of the Interior to make all reasonable efforts to double natural production of anadromous fish 
in Central Valley streams. The primary objective of the Anadromous Fish Screen Program is to protect 
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juvenile Chinook salmon, steelheaci trout, green and white sturgeon from entrainment at diversions 
throughout the Central Valley in California. To date. Federal cost-share funding provided through the 
AFSP has contributed to the completion of25 projects resulting in screening of over 4,500 cubic feet per 
second (cfs) of unscreened diversions. In FY 201 1 funds will be used for environmental, design and/or 
construction activities for a number of fish screen projects. The selection of these projects will be made 
based on AFSP prioritization criteria which include: willing applicant, cost effectiveness, biological 
benefits, availability of non-Federal cost share, and ability to provide pre-construction monitoring data. 

In FY 201 1, the following AFSP fish screen projects may need construction funding for project 
completion: RD 2035, Natomas Mutual. Pleasant Grove-Verona, and Meridian Farms (Phase II). 

3.712.000 

Refuge Wheeling Conveyance - Section 3406(d). Funding will be used for administration of conveyance 
agreements with non-Federal entities to convey Level 2 and Level 4 water supplies through non-Federal 
entity facilities to state and federal wildlife refoge boundaries and to the Grassland Resource 
Conservation District. The program expects to convey 100 percent of Level 2 water to those refuges 
having full delivery capacity, and convey 46,000 af of projected acquired Incremental Level 4 water 
(surface/ground and lift pumping). Water quality monitoring at selected refuges will continue as well as 
program d'atabase improvements. 9,500,000 

ReOme Water Supply. Facility Construction - Section 3406(d). Funding is required to continue 
implementation of conveyance system improvements for delivery of water to the State of California Gray 
Lodge Wildlife Management Area. The Act required Level 4 water supplies to be available by FY 2002, 
which would have required facility conveyance actions to be completed by that date as well. However, 
seasonal, operational, and environmental constraints, in addition to funding shortfalls and escalating 
implementation costs, have dictated the continuation of staggered implementation schedules for the 
remaining facilities, extending the project to benefit Gray Lodge Wildlife WA through FY 2012. 

1.900.000 

Ecosvstem/Water Systems Operations Model - Section 3406(g). The purpose of this activity is to develop 
readily usable and broadly available models and supporting data to evaluate the ecologic and hydrologic 
effects of existing and alternative management strategies of public and private water facilities and systems 
in the Sacramento, San Joaquin, and Trinity watersheds. In FY 201 1, $800,000 will be used to: 
coordinate water operations and water management models; evaluate basin wide water quality modeling 
opportunities and constraints; develop Delta ecosystem modeling opportunities; develop a database 
framework that can be integrated with a geographical information system; and evaluate basin wide 
integrated modeling needs. 

In FY 201 1, $5,700,000 will be used to compensate the San Joaquin River Group Authority (SJRA) for 
providing water by project reoperation under the SJRA in support of the Vemalis Adaptive Management 
Program (VAMP). VAMP represents a scientifically based adaptive fishery management plan that will 
help ensure that the relationships between flows, exports, other factors, and fish survival are better 
understood and that water supply reductions are minimized while fishery habitat improvement goals are 
met. VAMP also provides environmental benefits in the lower San Joaquin River and Delta at a level of 
protection equivalent to the San Joaquin River portion of the 1995 Water Quality Control Plan. Funds 
will be used to pay for the VAMP Pulse lows and VAMP monitoring. 6,500,000 

San Joaquin Division, CVP (514,400,000) 

Water Acquisition Program (WAP) - Section 3406(b)(3). 

The CVPIA requires acquisition of 1 00 percent of Level 4 refuge water supplies, which are approximately 

160,000 acrc-feet (af), by 2002, for various wetland habitat areas within the Central Valley of California. 
The $8,000,000 will be used to acquire approximately 46,000 af of Incremental Level 4 water supplies. 
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Reclamation may acquire water supplies through short-term purchase agreements; purchase options, long- 
tenn water purchase agreements that require annual payments, and participation in groundwater banking. 

A large percentage of this water will be acquired within the San Joaquin Valley where most of the 
wetlands are located. Sources of water will include reservoir storage transfers, groundwater pumping, 
banked groimdwater, and temporary or permanent transfers of surface supplies by water right holders or 
project contractors. Some water supplies may be transferred through the Delta for use on the San Joaquin 
Valley refuges. This only represents the cost to acquire the water as the delivery of Level 4 water from its 
sources to the wetlands boundary is dependent upon funding requested in the Refuge Wheeling 
Conveyance Program. 

In FY 201 1, $5,700,000 will be used by the program to acquire water on the San Joaquin River from 
tributary water rights holders to provide additional flows in support of the San Joaquin River Agreement 
to meet instream and Delta flow objectives. Funds will be used for the Difference water, fall flows, 
Additional water from Oakdale Irrigation District and the Double Step. 13,700,000 

San Joaquin Basin Action Plan - Section 3406(d)(5). Funds for the following activities require $550,000 
which includes $350,000 from the Water and Related Resources request. Requested funds will help to 
meet program needs to complete refuge facility construction for delivery of refuge water supplies within 
San Joaquin Basin Action Plan lands. 200,000 

Land Retirement - Section 3408(h). Funds for the following activities require $550,000 which includes 
$50,000 from tlie Water and Related Resources request. The program will be used to acquire and restore 
land as part of the Five Year Land Retirement Demonstration Program (LRDP). Monitoring of physical 
and biological impacts of retired land and preparation of the final reports for compliance with the 
biological opinion will occur. Restoration at Atwell Island will continue in pursuit of acquiring the 
restoration target of 400 acres per year. Threatened and endangered species and drainage water 
reductions are the primary benefits. The LRDP has developed cost effective techniques for restoring 
retired farmlands in the San Joaquin Valley. The LRDP will continue to evaluate habitat rehabilitation 
techniques to determine the most effective and economical means to provide safe upland habitats to aid in 
the recovery of threatened and endangered species in the San Joaquin Valley and assist CVP water 
districts in managing and restoring retired agricultural lands. 500,000 

Shasta Division, CVP ($800,000) 

Clear Creek Restoration - Section 3406(b)(12). Funds for the following activities require $1,05 1,000 
which includes $25 1,000 from the Water and Related Resources request. Clear Creek restoration 
continues to aggressively implement Chinook salmon and stecihead habitat enhancement projects through 
partnerships with local landowners, public and private agencies, and universities. Projects are currently 
emphasizing restoration actions that will increase populations of spring-run Chinook salmon and 
steelhead, both listed as threatened under the Federal Endangered Species Act (ESA). Restoration 
activities will focus on implementing the Cloverview long-tenn Gmvel Supply Project, Phase 1. The 
program will continue monitoring juvenile habitat use, spawning area mapping, juvenile habitat 
suitability indices, eravel ciuality, survival-to-emergence, fish rescue, benthic macroinvertebrate sampling, 

® ‘ Rfift nnn 

water quality and water temperature. ouu.uuu 

Trinity River Division, CVP ($1,000,000) 

Other Central Valiev Project Impacts - Trinity River Restoration- Section 3406(b)(l)other. Funds for the 
following require $12,823,000 which includes $11, 823,000 from the Water and Related Resources 
request. Funding will be used to continue implementation of the Trinity River Restoration Program 
December 2000 Record of Decision, including development of a comprehensive monitoring and adaptive 
management program for fishery restoration. Restoration funds will contribute to implementation of 
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channel rehabilitation projects for the remaining Phase 1 sites, if any. If all Phase 1 sites are completed in 
2010, then the funds will be used to fund up to 11 Phase 2 sites. 1,000,000 

San Joaquin River Basin Resource Management Initiative ($1,500,000) 

It is proposed that funds from the Restoration Fund that otherwise would have been used to develop a 
comprehensive plan for restoration of the San Joaquin River, be used to implement the San Joaquin River 
Restoration Settlement Act. That Act provides that the Settlement satisfies and discharges all obligations 
of the Secretary to prepare a comprehensive plan under section 3406(c)(1) of the CVPIA. 

The Restoration goal is to restore and maintain fish populations in “good condition” in the main stem of 
the San Joaquin River below Friant Dam to the confluence of the Merced River, including naturally- 
reproducing and self-sustaining populations of salmon and other fish. The Water Management goal is to 
reduce or avoid adverse water supply impacts to all of the Friant division long-term contractors that may 
result from the Interim Flows and Restoration Flows provided for in the Settlement. Funding in FY 201 1 
will be used to continue planning, engineering, environmental compliance, fishery management, water 
operations, and public involvement activities related to the restoration and water management goals in the 
Settlement. 1,500,000 


Reclamation Request 


$49,915,000 
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San Joaquin River Restoration Settlement 

LOCATION; San Joaquin River, Fresno, Merced and Madera counties, California 

DESCRIPTION/JUSTIFICATION: In 1988, a coalition of environmental groups, led by Natural 
Resources Defense Council (NRDC), filed a lawsuit challenging the renewal of the long-term 
water service contracts between the United States and the Central Valley Project, Friant Division 
contractors. After more than 1 8 years of litigation of this lawsuit, known as NRDC et al. v, Kirk 
Rodgers, etal, a Settlement was reached. On September 13, 2006, the Settling Parties agreed on 
the terms and conditions of the Settlement, which was subsequently approved by the U.S. Eastern 
District Court of California on October 23, 2006. The Settlement establishes two primary goals: 

• To restore and maintain fish populations in “good condition” in the main stem of the San 
Joaquin River below Friant Dam to the confluence of the Merced River, including 
naturally reproducing and self-sustaining populations of salmon and other fish 
(Restoration Goal); and 

• To reduce or avoid adverse water supply impacts to all of the Friant Division long-term 
contractors that may result from the Interim Flows and Restoration Flows provided for in 
the Settlement (Water Management Goal). 

The Settlement calls for a variety of physical improvements within and near the San Joaquin 
River and within the service areas of the Friant Division long-term contractors to achieve the 
Restoration and Water Management goals, 

AUTHORIZATION: San Joaquin River Restoration Act (Act), Title X of P.L. 111-11, Omnibus 
Public Land Management Act of 2009, dated March 30, 2009. 

PERFORMANCE INFORMATION: This project is aligned with the following Deparlmenl of the 
Interior's Strategic Plan end outcome goal: Deliver Water Consistent with Applicable State and Federal 
Law, in an Environmentally Responsible and Cost-Efficient Manner. The intermediate outcomes are 
Operate and Maintain a Safe and Reliable Water Infrastructure and Effective Water Management to 
Optimize Supply. The Activity Based Costing/Management alignment includes G7 - Assess Resource 
Use Impacts, 8K - Implement Environmental Recommendations, and 8J - Enhance Water Supply. 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 


Program Financial Data 


Activity 

FY2010 

FY201i 

Fish and Wildlife Management and Development 

$0 

$0 

Request 

$0 

$0 

Total Program 

$0 

$0 

Total Reclamation Allotment 

$0 

$0 

Anticipated Receipts 

$15,900,000 

$72,100,000 

Total Program 

$15,900,000 

$72,100,000 


FY 20 1 1 leflects the remainder of the $88 million available without further appropriation. 
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San Joaquin River Restoration Fund 


Anticipated Receipt Allocations 


Receipt Allocation 

FY2010 

FY2011 

2011*' 

Friant Division Surcharges, 3406(c)(1) 

$5,600,000 

$5,600,000 

0 

Non-Federal - Capital Component 

10,300,000 

66,200,000*' 

97,800,000 

Non-Federal -215 Proceeds 

0 

300,000 

0 

Total Anticipated Receipt Allocations 

$15,900,000 

$72,100,000 

97,800,000 


Friant Division Surcharge authorized in Reclamation Projects Authorization and Adjustments Act of 1992, 

Title XXXIV of P.L. 102-575, section 3406(c)(1). October 30. 1992. 

2/Additional authorization is required for the allocation exceeding the $88 million authorized. The Section 10009(c) 
of the San Joaquin River Restoration Settlement Act (Title X, Subtitle A, Part I of Public Law 111-11) authorized 
$83,000,000 of expenditure without further appropriations from the San Joaquin River Settlement Fund. 

3/ The $66,200,000 assumes the contractors make a lump sum payment of the capital component by January 3 1 , 
2011. If the contracts are converted, but the contractors choose to make 4 payments, the expected receipts would be 
$41,000,000; if the contracts are not converted as scheduled, expected receipts would be $10,300,000. 


WORK PROPOSED FOR FY 2011: 

San Joaquin River Restoration Settlement — Funding in FY 2011 will be used to continue 
planning, engineering, environmental compliance, fishery management, water operations, and 
public involvement activities related to the Restoration and Water Management goals in the 
Settlement (described above). Significant actions planned for implementation in FY 201 1 
include the following: 

• Releasing Interim Flows from Friant Dam and implementation of associated mitigation 
measures. 

• Various monitoring and experimental projects related to the Interim Flow releases 
including the continued implementation of a comprehensive groundwater seepage 
monitoring program. 

• Completion of planning, environmental compliance documents, and design for the initial 
channel and structural improvements and for the Water Management Goal actions. This 
activity includes the completion of a variety of field surveys and investigations necessary 
to support permitting / environmental compliance needs and to complete detailed designs 
for the channel and structural improvement projects. 

• Providing financial assistance for local groundwater banking projects intended to reduce, 
avoid, or offset the water supply impacts to the Friant Division long-term contractors 
caused by the initial and long-term flow releases that would occur under the Settlement. 


Reclamation Request S® 

Reclamation Permanent Mandatory Authority $72,100,000 
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California Bay-Delta Restoration 

LOCATION; San Fiaiicisco Bay/Sacramento-San Joaquin Rivers Delta in Central California. 

DESCRIPTION/JUSTIFICATION: The Bay-Delta system is critical to California’s economy because 
the two rivers that flow into the Bay-Delta provide potable water for two-thirds of California s homes and 
businesses and irrigate more than 7 million acres of farmland on which 45 percent of the nation s fruits and 
vegetables are grown. The Bay-Delta system also provides habitat for 750 plant and animal species, some 
listed as threatened or endangered. The Federal Central Valley Project and the State Water Project play a 
central, coordinated role in the water management of the Bay-Delta system and throughout California. 

The CALFED Bay-Delta Program was established in May 1995 to develop a comprehensive long-term plan 
to address the complex and interrelated problems in the Delta region, tributary watersheds, and delivery 
areas. The Program’s focus is on conserving and restoring the health of the ecosystem and improving water 
management (e.g., water supply and reliability through storage and conveyance; water quality for drinking, 
fisheries, and other environmental purposes; and ensure integrity of levees for water conveyance and flood 
protection). Lead CALFED agencies released the final Programmatic Environmental Impact 
Statement/Environmental Impact Report and Preferred Alternative on July 21, 2000, followed by the 
Record of Decision (ROD) on August 28, 2000. In lieu of specific CALFED authorizing legislation from 
FY 2001 through FY 2005, Congress provided funding under the Water and Related Resources 
Appropriations Act within various programs of the Central Valley Project (CVP) for activities that support 
the goals ofthe CALFED Bay-Delta Program. A total of $68 million was provided from FY 2001 through 
FY 2005. 

A consortium of Federal and State agencies participate in the Program. Federal agencies include; U.S. 
Department of the Interior Bureau of Reclamation, Bureau of Land Management, Fish and Wildlife Service, 
Geological Survey; U.S. Department of Agriculture Forest Service, Natural Resources Conservation 
Service; U.S. Department of Commerce National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration Fisheries; U.S. 
Army Corps of Engineers; U.S. Environmental Protection Agency; and Western Area Power 
Administration. State agencies include the Resources Agency - CALFED Bay-Delta Program, Department 
of Parks and Recreation, Department of Water Resources, Department of Fish and Game, Delta Protection 
Commission, Department of Conservation, Reclamation Board, San Francisco Bay Conservation and 
Development Commission; California Environmental Protection Agency — State Water Resources Control 
Board; Department of Health and Human Services; and Department of Food and Agriculture. 

Title I of Public Law (P.L.) 108-361, the CALFED Bay-Delta Authorization Act was signed by the 
President on October 25, 2004. The Act authorized $389 million in Federal appropriations for new and 
expanded authorities through FY 2010. Newly authorized activities in the legislation included; 

• $184 million for Conveyance Program activities, including new feasibility studies, water purchases, and 
implementation authority. 

• $90 million for implementation of the Environmental Water Account. 

• $90 million for implementation of levee reconstruction activities in the Delta. 

• $25 million for oversight and coordination of the Program. 

Authorities authorized by P.L. 108-361 were extended until 2014, by Section 210 of P.L. 11 1-85, Energy 
and Water Development and Related Agencies Appropriations Act, October 28, 2009, which states; “Title 
I of P.L. 108-361 is amended by striking “2010” wherever it appears and inserting “2014” in lieu thereof’. 
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More information on the CALFED Program is available in the Administration's CALFED Report to 
Congress, which is included in Chapter 1 1 of the Analytical Perspectives volume of the President's Budget, 
as well as, the CD-ROM that accompanies the Analytical Perspective. 

AUTHORIZATION: The Reclamation Act of 1902, as amended and supplemented, June 17, 1902; P.L. 
89-561, Feasibility Studies, September 7, 1966; P.L. 96-375, Feasibility Studies, October 3, 1980; 
Reciamation Projects Authorization and Adjustments Act of 1992; Titles XVI and XXXIV of P.L. 102- 
575, October 30, 1992; the Omnibus Parks and Public Lands Management Act of 1996; P.L. 104-333, 

Title XI, California Bay-Delta Environmental Enhancement Act, November 12, 1996; P.L. 108-7, 
Consolidated Appropriations Resolution, 2003, February 20, 2003; P.L. 108-137, Energy and Water 

Development Ap^nitjohs“A'ct72004,-T3bcemBen72003rP:E:T08::3^6t7T:al&dBay^Delta-A.Titborization 

Act, October 25, 2004; and P.L. 1 11-85, Energy and Water Development and Related Agencies 
Appropriations Act, October 28, 2009. 

PERFORMANCE INFORMATION: This project is aligned with the following Department of the 
Interior's Strategic Plan end outcome goal: Deliver Water Consistent with Applicable State and Federal 
law, in an Environmentally Responsible and Cost-Efficient Manner. The intermediate outcomes are 
Operate and Maintain a Safe and Reliable Water Infrastructure, Effective Water Management to Optimize 
Supply, and Complete Construction Projects to Increase Delivery Infrastructure and Water Supply. The 
Activity Based Costing/Management alignment includes G7- Assess Resource Use Impacts, 8K - 
Implement Environmental Recommendations, 22 - Plan for Water and Related Resource Use, 8J - Enhance 
Water Supply, and N3 - Conduct Water Resource Development Studies. 



California Bay-Delta Restoration - 3 


54862A 




2462 


California Bay-Delta Restoration 


Program Assessment Rating Tool (PART) Evaluation 
Title I, Section 103 (d) (2) (D) of PX. 108-361 directs 
the Secretary of the Interior to develop and implement a 
program to meet regulatory water quality standards 
imposed on the Central Valley Project. The principal 
actions to achieve this objective are included in the 
Westside Regional Drainage Plan (WRDP). When fully 
implemented, the WRDP will provide the infrastructure 
to eliminate agricultural discharge to the San Joaquin 
River from drainage impaired lands within the 
Grasslands Drainage Area by fully recycling, reusing and 
treating discharges within the Drainage Area. The 
WRDP had developed a schedule for simultaneous 
implementation of several actions to be completed by 
2010. In 2009, the Grassland Drainage Area released a Draft Environmental Impact Report/Environmental 
Impact Statement to extend the 2010 deadline to 2019, due to funding constraints and the need to prove the 
ability to physical treat concentrated drainage to a dry waste product. Scheduled actions between 2010 and 
2019 will provide additional capacity to permanently reduce a total of about 1 80,000 tons of salt per year 
previously discharged to the river. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 


Activity 

FY 2010 

FY 2011 

California Bay-Delta Restoration 

$40,000,000 

$40,000,000 

Total Program 



Request 

$40,000,000 

$40,000,000 

Total Reclamation Allotment 

$40,000,000 

$40,000,0001 


Use of Performance Information 

The following Best Management Practices have been 
identified througli the WRDP to increase the ability 
to limit salt loading into the San Joaquin River; 

• Convw^ion to water efficient irrigation 

• Groundwater management 

• Recycling 

• Blending 

• Drainage re-use 

• Treatment technology 


Shasta Enlargement Study 

Investigation Costs: Initiation: FY 2002 Completion: FY2012 



Total 
Estimated Cost 

Total to 
9/30/09 

FY2010 

FY2011 


ffusmiiiiai 

$25,722,000 

$22,941,000 



$61,000 




0 

0 

0 

Total" 

$26,079,000 

$23,298,000 

$1,500,000 

$1,220,000 

$61,000 


' ' Funds were provided from FY 2002 through FY 2005 within the CVP, Water and Related Resources (W&RR) 


Appropriation. 

^ Non-Federal funding may be in the form of in-kind services. 

Total to 9/30/09 includes FY 2009 carryover of $323,000. 
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Upper San Joaquin River Basin Study 

Investigalion Costs: Initiation: FY 2002 Completion: FY 2012 



Total 

"Bsthnated-Gost 

Total to 
9/30/09 

- - FY2010 

FY2011 


Reclamation 

$27,162,000 

$21,839,000 

$800,000 

$1,528,000 


Non-Federal 



200,000 

300,000 

0 

Total 



$1,000,000 

$1,828,000 

$2,995,000 


Funds were provided in FY 2002 through FY 2005 within the CVP, W&RR appropriation, 
Non-Fedoral funding may be in the form of in-kind services. 

^'Total to 9/30/09 includes FY 2009 carryover of $14 1,000, 


Los Vaqtieros Expansion Feasibility Study 

Investigation Costs: Initiation: FY 2002 Completion: FY 2012 



Total Estimated 
Cost 





Reclamation '' 

$21,150,000 

$17,567,000 


$1,152,000 

$2,131,000 

Non-Federal 

20,597.000 

14,697,000 



0 



$32,264,000 

$4,300,000 

$3,052,000 



Funds were provided in FY 2002 through FY 2005 within the CVP, W&RR appropriation. 
Non-Federal funding may be in the form of in-kind services. 

’'Total to 9/30/09 includes FY 2009 carryover of $118,000. 


North-of-thc-Delta Offstream Storage (aba; Sites Reservoir) Feasibility Study 
Investigation Costs: Initiation: FY 2002 Completion: FY_2012 



Total 
Estimated Cost 

Total to 
9/30/09 

FY2010 

FY 2011 

Balance to 
Complete 

Reclamation '' 

$12,246,000 

$9,285,000 

$1,000,000 

$1,100,000 

$861,000 

Non-Federal 

38,994,000 

30,634,000 



0 

Total ’' 

$51,240,000 

$39,919,000 

$5,360,000 

$5,100,000 

$861,000 


Funds were provided in FY 2002 through FY 2005 within the CVP, W&RR appropriation. 
Non-Federal funding may be in the form of in-kind services. 

’'Total to 9/30/09 includes FY 2009 carryover of $105,000. 


IMPACTS OF RECOVERY ACT FUNDING: Funding includes the Battle Creek Salmon and 
Steelhead Restoration Project and Phase 1 B includes reconstruction of the In-Skip Powerhouse tailrace 
connector and construction of the South Fork Battle Creek. Funds also include implementation of the 
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Habitat Coitsei-vation Plan within the Bay Delta Conservation Plan. Recovery Act Funding was provided 
within the American Recovery Reinvestment Act - Water and Related Resources appropriation within 
CVP, Miscellaneous Project Programs and CVP, Shasta Division. 


PREFERRED PROGRAM ALTERNATIVE: 

Storage Program - Continues feasibility studies, reports, and environmental documentation for potential 
CALFED storage projects including the modification and enlargement of Shasta Dam and Reservoir and 
Los Vaqueros Dam and Reservoir, and new storage facilities in Upper San Joaquin River Basin upstream of 
Friant Dam and Millerton Lake and North of the Delta at Sites. Studies in FY 2011 will focus on 
continuing the environmental analyses, engineering design and cost estimates, economic and financial 
analyses, identification of recommended plans, and the development of interim planning reports. 

$5,000,000 


Conveyance , 

Intertic - The project is being pursued by Reclamation and the San Luis Delta Mendota Water Authority to 
improve the water supply reliability of the Central Valley Project The purpose of the proposed project is to 
improve the Delta Mendota Canal (DMC) conveyance conditions that restrict the CVP Jones Pumping Plant 
to less than its authorized pumping capacity of 4,600 cubic feet per second. In addition, the proposed 
project would allow for operation and maintenance and emergency operations of the CVP and State Water 


Project (SWP). 


3,300,000 


San Luis Lowpoint Feasibility - This is a study of potential actions to increase the operational flexibility 
of storage in San Luis Reservoir and ensure a high quality, reliable water supply for San Felipe Division 
contractors. Funds would be used to monitor on-going Bay-Delta operation and management changes that 
impact the project studies and analyses. Formulation and refinement of an array of alternative plans and 
feasibility-level studies will occur once a baseline for Bay-Delta operation and management is determined 
by State and Federal multi-agency group. 100,000 

Frank’s Tract/Through Delta FaciUty/Delta Cross Channel - Project objective is to significantly reduce 
salinity concentrations in the south Delta including at the CVP/SWP pumping facilities and to improve 
fisheries conditions throughout the Delta. Funds would be used to monitor on-going Bay-Delta operation 
and management changes that impact the project studies and analyses. Formulation and refinement of an 
array of alternative plans and feasibility-level studies will occur once a baseline for Bay-Delta operation and 
management is determined by State and Federal multi-agency group. 100,000 

Water Use Efficiency 

The Bay Area Regional Water Recycling Program (BARWRP) - The BARWRP , authorized under Title 
XVI of P.L. 102-575, is a partnership of federal, state, and local agencies focused on the feasible use of 
recycled water in the five-county San Francisco Bay Area that is home to almost one-sixth of California s 
popuiation. By maximizing utilization of recycled water for its permitted demands, water agencies can 
reduce the demands on their current high-quality water supplies and limit the need for new, possibly lower- 
quality supplies in the future. BARWRP plans to generate approximately 240,000 acre-feet per year of new 
supply by 2025 to partially meet the identified recycled water demand of 400,000 acre-feet per year. 
Construction work will continue on the authorized projects, including but not limited to the construction of 
pipelines pumping facilities, and storage facilities, and feasibility work will continue on other projects. 

1,215,000 
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Water Cons.ervation - Contijiues providing cost share financial assistance to implement water conservation 
projects through a competitive process that will focus on achieving the goals of the California Bay-Delta 
Program. Water conservation can reduce the demand for Bay-Delta water and can result in significant 
benefits to water quality, water supply reliability, and in stream flows. Applicants must be local public 
agencies involved with water management (cities, counties, joint powers authorities, or other political 


subdivisions of California) or incorporated mutual water companies. Example conservation projects include 
irrigation system evaluations, system retrofits and upgrades, installationjjf water mcasurattwnt device s, 
canal lining, leak detection, and canal delivery system automation. 6,285,000 

Science - Continues investigation by the Interagency Ecological Prograrh agencies and the CALFED 
Science Program of causes for the pelagic organism decline (POD) in the Delta. Program elements include 
investigations of multiple factors that might have contributed to the POD: food web structure and function, 
the roles of toxic agricultural chemicals and wastewater ammonia, water project operations, non-indigenous 
species effects, and historical changes in habitat quality and availability. Studies in FY 201 1 will also begin 
to focus on development of management strategies to increase population sizes and recruitment of affected 
pelagic fishes. This work may include analysis of alternative water project operational strategies, strategies 
to reduce toxic effects, and possible approaches to improving pelagic fish habitat and trophic support. 
Funding will also support independent review of the POD program and additional analytical work by the 
National Center for Ecosystem Analysis and Synthesis. 4,500,000 

Delta Smelt and Turbidity Studies - Continues investigations by Reclamation, in coordination with other 
local, state, and Federal agencies, to test alternative ways of protecting delta smelt and other sensitive 
aquatic species from entrainment by the Delta export pumps. Also continues investigations by 
Reclamation and its partners to test the effects of outflow during fall on the delta smelt and other species. 

4,000,000 

Water Quality - Continues implementation of activities that will help meet water quality standards and 
objectives in accordance with P.L. 108-361. 

Program To Meet Standards - Pursuant to P.L. 108-361, Reclamation is implementing a number of 
actions that will assist in meeting the water quality standards and objectives that affect the Central Valley 
Project operations in the Delta and San Joaquin River areas. These actions include Best Management 
Practices plans for wildlife refuges receiving federal water and discharge to the San Joaquin River, real time 
water quality monitoring and modeling studies to better match discharges with assimilative capacity in the 
San Joaquin River, and the Delta Mendota Canal Recirculation feasibility study. 750,000 

San Joaquin River Salinity Management -The Westside Regional Drainage Plan (WRDP) is a project 
identified within the preferred alternative proposed by the San Joaquin RiVer Water Quality Management. 
The WRDP focuses on managing and reducing salt loading in areas of the San Joaquin River where the 
highest salt loads originate. The activities identified in the plan include Best Management Practices such as 
conversion of irrigation, re-configuration of the drains, recycling, blending, re-use, and treatment 
technology. The approach also incorporates an element of real-time management to manage salt loading 
into the San Joaquin River, without redirecting impacts to the Delta. 4,250,000 

Planning and Management Activities - Continues support for Reclamation’s administration of storage, 
conveyance, water use efficiency, environmental water account, ecosystem restoration, science, and water 
quality. Consistent with P.L. 1 08-3 6 1 , activities will also include: (1) Program support; (2) Program-wide 
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California Bay-Delta Restoration 

tracking of schedules, finances, and performance; (3) multi-agency oversight and coordination of Program 
activities to ensure Program balance and integration; (4) development of interagency cross-cut budgets and 
a comprehensive finance plan to allocate costs in accordance with the beneficiary pays provisions of the 
ROD; (5) coordination of public outreach and involvement, including tribal, environmental justice, and 
public advisory activities in accordance with the Federal Advisory Committee Act (5 U.S,C, App,); and (6) 
development of annual reports. 2,000,000 

Ecosystem Restoration - Supports the development of the Bay-Delta Conservation Plan (BDCP) to meet 
the requirements of the Federal and State Endangered Species Act. Through the National Environmental 
Policy Act (NEPA) and Cal iforn ia Environmental Quali ty Act (CEQA), extensive environ mental analys is 
will be conducted. The.environmental analysis is scheduled to be completed in FY 2012. The BDCP is 
intended to identify and implement conservation strategies to improve the overall ecological health of the 
Delta. 6,500,000 

Anadromous Fish Screen - The purpose of the AFSP is to develop and implement measures to avoid 
losses of Juvenile anadromous fish resulting from unscreened or inadequately screened diversions on the 
Sacramento River. 2,000,000 

Reclamation Request S40, 000,000 
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Loan Program Appropriation 
FY 2011 OVERVIEW 


■ 

FY 2011 REQUEST 

Water & 
Energy 

Land 

Management 


Facility 

Operations 



mm 

$0 

$0 


$0 

$0 

$0 


Water and Energy Management and Development - $0. No funding is requested in FY 20 1 1 tor the 
program authorized by the Small Reclamation Projects Act of 1956, P.L. 84-984. Loan Program 
Administration costs can be accommodated using carryover funds. The Loan Administration program is 
used for responding to questions concerning existing loans and the status of the Loan program. The Loan 
Program currently has an outstanding loan balance of approximately $77 million. The Fort McDowell 
Indian Community Water Rights Settlement Revision Act of 2006, P.L, 109-373, cancelled the Nation’s 
obligation to repay their $13 million loan. 

Credit Reform 

For clarification purposes, when we refer to "other Federal funding" we are referring to Treasury funds 
available pursuant to P.L. 101-508 Title V the "Federal Credit Reform Act of 1 990". The Act requires the 
Federal budget to account for credit program costs so that they may be more easily compared with the costs 
of other Federal spending. The costs of a direct loan are divided into two components. The first is the 
subsidy component (costs which are not expected to be returned to the government), and the second is the 
iinsubs i dized component (amount the government expects borrowers to repay fully on a present value basis 
over the life of the loan). 
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POLICY AND ADMINISTRATION 

LOCATION: The 17 Western States in Reclamation’s Service Area and Washington, D.C. 

DESCRH>TION/JUSTIFICATION: The Policy and Administration appropriation finances all of 
Reclamation’s centralized management functions. The purpose of the appropriation is to support 
management and administrative activities which are not chargeable directly to a specific project or 
program. Managerial support provided by this appropriation includes overall program and personnel 
policy management; equal employment opportunity management; safety and health management; 
budgetary policy formulation and execution; financial management policy; information technology 
management; procurement, property, and general services policy; public affairs activities; and 
organizational and management analysis. Also included are continuing initiatives in support of workforce 
diversity, organizational streamlining, and improved workforce performance. In addition, the Policy and 
Administration appropriation supports Reclamationwide high priority efforts that require oversight, such 
as oversight and development of policy and guidance for implementation of the Government Performance 
and Results Act (GPRA). 

Other activities funded by the Policy and Administration appropriation include: developing, reviewing, 
and revising technical and statistical publications; certain international and interagency activities; legal 
reviews and opinions; Reclamation management; managerial training; attendance at meetings of technical 
societies and professional groups; public involvement; review and control including the Management 
Control Program; special initiatives; and special inquiries, analyses, and activities. 

The Office of the Commissioner is responsible for providing policy direction on all water, land, power, 
and related programs within Reclamation. The Commissioner receives assistance from a Chief of Staff, 
located in Washington, D.C., who serves as the Commissioner’s key staff in management development, 
program coordination, and accomplishment of Reclamation’s stated mission. 

The Commissioner has thiee Deputy Commissioners to assist with overall management of Reclamation: 

The Deputy Commissioner. External and Intergovernmental Affairs , located in Washington, D.C., 
has oversight of Reclamation’s Congressional and Legislative Affairs Group and Public Affairs 
functions, and is responsible for Reclamation’s national relationships with Federal, State, and local 
governments, as well as citizen and other nongovernmental groups. 

The Deputy Commissioner. Operations , located in Washington, D.C., with staff support located in 
Denver, CO, works in cooperation with the area and regional offices, to provide corporate oversight 
of the execution of Reclamation programs and project operations. Support for the Deputy 
Commissioner, Operations includes the following Policy and Administration funded activities: 
Operations Group located in Washington, DC (the Operations group includes the International 
Affairs Office with staff located primarily in Washington, DC, but also staff located in Denver, CO); 
and the Technical Resources group located in Denver, CO (with management responsibility for the 
Technical Service Center). 
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The Deputy Commissioner. Policy. Administration and Budget' , located in Washington, DC provides 
for oversight of: 

The Chief Information Office, located in Denver, CO, is responsible for the management, 
coordination, execution, and oversight of ail information technology (I f) functions and operation. 

Management Seivices Offices, located in Denver, CO, includes the Finance and Accounting, 
Property and General Services, and Contracts and Acquisition. 

Security, Safety, and Law Enforcement office, located in Denver, CO, is responsible for the 
management of Reclamation's security and safety programs and initiatives, including the Safety of 
Dams Program and the Law Enforcement Program. 

Program and Budget office, located in Washington, D.C., in cooperation with the area and 
regional offices in all matters impacting Reclamation’s budget, is responsible for 
Reclamationwidc budget formulation and execution, and all aspects of Government Performance 
and Results Act coordination of budget and performance integration. 

Denver Office Policy and Administration^, located in Denver, CO, provides for oversight o^he 
corporate development and formulation of Reclamation policy; Human Resources, and Civil 
Rights and Equal Employment Opportunity functions. 

Regional Offices/Area Offices - Management of Reclamation’s water resources activities in the 1 7 
Western States is carried out by five Regional Offices which are located in Sacramento, California, Boise, 
Idaho; Billings, Montana; Boulder City, Nevada; and Salt Lake City, Utah. The Regional Offices provide 
services covering policy, management, and program administration or Reclamation mission related 
support as follows: 

Policy - Provide support of ongoing Reclamationwide policy level formulation, guidance, and review 
activities. This includes support of preliminary title transfer activities; Reclamation participation in 
forums, conferences, councils, and similar activities related to water resource issues; refinement and 
implementation of GPRA; and participation in the Reclamationwide effort to diversify the workforce. 

Management - Provide direction and oversight guidance to assure adherence to Reclamationwide policy 
and oversight to assure adherence to Federal government requirements; direction and guidance necessary 
to achieve Reclamationwide program and mission accomplishment; and support for managerial 
development programs. 

Program Administration/Mission Related Support - Continue essential overall management and direction 
functions of Reclamation above and beyond those chargeable to projects and program activities covered 
by separate funding authority. These functions include overall program management; human resources; 
equal employment opportunity; safety and health management; budget preparation; finance; information 
technology management; procurement; property and general services policy; public affairs, and 


' At the beginning of FY 2010, the Denver section of Policy, Administration, and Budget experienced a mini- 
reorganization. The Deputy Commissioner disbanded the “Administrative Services Group” created in FY 2005. 
The various functional activities are now stand-alone organizations with SES directors mariaging each functional 
unit. No additional cost will be assessed for the mini-reorganization nor were any cost savings generated. 

^ in October 2009, the former Office of Policy and Program Services, Human Resources Division, and the Civil 
Rights Division, merged into a new organization titled Denver Office Policy and Administration. This new 
organization does not include ah Denver office administrative functions. Many of the administrative functions 
remain with the Management Services Office. 
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organization and management analysis. OUier activities funded through the Policy and Administration 
appropriation allow for regional participation in: activities in support of the Management Control Review 
program; the revision and development of manuals and standards; and the development and revision of 
technical and statistical publications. Also included are continuing efforts in special initiatives such as 
suppoiting workforce diversity, streamlining efforts, improving work performance, and support of public 
awareness and education programs. 

AUTHOMZATION: P.L. 68-292, Second Deficiency Appropriation Act of 1924 (Fact Finders’ Act), 
December 5, 1924; and P.L. 79-35, Amend Fact Finders’ Act, April 19, 1945. 


SUMMARIZED FIANANCIAL DATA 


Activity 

FY 2010 

FY 201 1 

Policy and Administration 

$61,200,000 

$61,200,000 

Reauest 

$61,200,000 

$61,200,000 

Total Program 

$61,200,000 

$61,200,000 

Total Reclamation Allotment 

$61,200,000 

$61,200,000 


WORK PROPOSED FOR FY 2011: Continues support of ongoing Reclamation management and 
general oversight functions. This includes day-to-day Reclamation management, administrative, and 
policy functions necessary to ensure effective and efficient implementation, and execution of all 
Reclamation sponsored programs. Specific activities include, but are not limited to: personnel training 
and development programs; development, review, and updating of tecimical and statistical publications; 
responses to special inquiries; and the development and long-term maintenance of Reclamation s 
information technology program. 


Reclamation Request 


$61,200,000 
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WORKING CAPITAL FUND 
LOCATION: Tlie 17 Western States in Reclamation’s Service Area. 

DESCRIPTIONATUSTIFICATION: The Reclamation Working Capital Fund (WCF) is comprised of 
various activities designed to provide more efficient financing, accounting, cost recovery, management, 
and budgeting for support services, facilities, and equipment. The activities covered within the WCF are 
Information Technology (IT) investments, fleet vehicles, aircraft, drilling equipment, centralized finance 
seivices, water quality laboratories, underwater inspection team, construction support office, heavy and 
mobile equipment, photogramraetry and surveys, common services activities, engineering support 
services, and the employee leave account. 

The WCF is available without fiscal year limitation for expenses necessary for furnishing materials, 
supplies, equipment, facilities, work, and services in support of Reclamation programs. It is credited with 
appropriations and other funds' for the purpose of providing or increasing capital. By design, the fund 
operates on a self-supporting basis through user charges deposited in the fund. Charges to users are based 
on rates approximately equal to the costs of furnishing the materials, supplies, equipment, facilities, and 
services, including labor and related costs. 

AUTHORIZATION: P.L, 99-141, Appropriations for Energy and Water Development for the Fiscal 
Year Ending September 30, 1986, Title II: Department of the Interior, November 1, 1985. 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 


Program Financial Data 
_ — a 




! Activity 



Revenue 

$376,355,000 

$383,377,000 

Prior Year Funds 

71,776,878 

38,994,000 

1 Reduction 

0 


j Unobligated Balance, End of Year 

(38,994,000) 

(38,528,000) 

Total Program 

$409,137,878 

$383,843,000 


Upper Snake Field Office Building 

Although not specifically requesting a separate WCF appropriation, the Pacific Northwest (PN) Region is 
planning to replace its existing Burley, Idaho, Upper Snake Field Office building. After 59 years of 
continuous use by Reclamation, there are a number of challenges to keep the building in working order 
and comply with modern life safety codes, accessibility requirements, energy conservation mandates, and 
seismic structural codes. The building has been expanded, or modified, several times as needs have 
dictated. Some of the building condition issues include: 

• Existing electrical wiring in the building is inadequate for today’s technology and cannot be 
easily be upgraded, 

• The disjunctive layout of the building prevents efficient heating and cooling 

• A seismic evaluation of the office building was competed in 2002 which identified a number of 
structural deficiencies. This evaluation indicates a substantial cost would be experienced in 
order to meet current seismic standards. 


' In the case of Spectrum Relocations, funding is also provided through proceeds generated by NTIA/Commerce. 
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The PN Region is planning to use WCF revenues collected from the area office's projects, activities, and 
customers to fund the replacement building. 

Department of the Interior Assesismcnts 

Reclamation’s Working Capital Fund includes support services and common services provided to 
Reclamation by the Department of the Interior (Department) and the National Business Center (NBC), 
Below are two lists of support seivices and common services assessed to Reclamation through the 
Department’s Centralized Billing^ process (one for the Immediate Office of the Secretary (lOS) and one 
for the NBC). The activities below are included in the total revenue figures provided in the “Summarized 
Financial Data” table above. The list below only contains those activities provided by the Department or 
NBC: 


FY 2010/FY 2011 DOI Assessments (Centralized Billing) 

Dollars in Tltousands 


Immediate Office of the Secretary 
Portion of the Centralized Biliing* 

lOS/NBC Office 

FV 2010 

. FY20II 

CPIC 

Office of Budget 

13.7 

13.7 

Travel Management Center 

Office of Financial Management 

15.2 

15.2 

Interior Collections Management 

System (ICMS) 

Office of Properly & Acquisition 
Management 

50.6 

S0.6 

DOI Access (HSPD12) 

Office of Human Resources 

57.3 

57.3 

SESCDP & Other Leadership Programs 

DOI University 

16.5 

!6.S 

On-Line Learning 

DOI University 

44.7 

44.7 

Learning & Performance Center Mgmt 

DOI University 

57.3 

57.3 

Albuquerque Learning & Performance 
Center 

DOi University 

39.1 

39.1 

Denver Learning & Performance Center 

DO! University 

103.5 

103.5 

Washington Learning & Performance 

DOI University 

33.0 

33.0 

Enterprise Services Network (ESN) 

Office of the Chief Information Officer 

1,060.0 

1,163.3 

Web & Internal/External 

Communication 

Office of the Chief Information Officer 

37,9 

37.9 

Enterprise Architecture (AKA: 
Information Technology Architecture) 

Office of the Chief Information Officer 

318.8 

335.7 

Frequency Management Support 

Office of the Chief Information Officer 

81. i 


IT Security 




Capital Planning 




IT Security Certification & 

Accreditation 

Office of the Chief Information Officer 

486.3 

486.3 

Active Directory 

Office of the Chief Information Officer 

64.9 

88.8 

Enterprise Resource Management 

Office of the Chief Information Officer 

37.4 

37.4 

NTIA Spectrum Management 

Department-wide Activities 

116.5 

116.5 

CFO Financial Statement Audit 

Department-wide Activities 

1,134.2 

1,134.2 


^ The Centralized Billing is the billing mechanism used by the Department of the Interior and the National Business 
Center to collect funds from the bureaus for services provided by the Department and NBC as part of Department’s 
Working Capital Fund (WCF) assessment. 
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FY 2010/FY 2011 DOI Assessments (Centralized Billing) 

Dollars in Thousands 

Immediate Office of the Secretary 
Portion of the Centralized Billing* 

lOS/NBC Office 

FV2010 

FY 2011 

DOI Enterprise Geographic 

Information Management EGIM 

Department-wide Activities 

34.2 

34,2 

E-Government Initiatives (DOI WCF 
Contributions Only) 

Office of Planning & Performance 

Mgmt 

373.3 

373,3 

Recreation One-Stop 

Office of Planning & Performance 

Mgmt 

50.3 

25.0 

FOIA Appeals 

Solicitor 

25.7 

25.7 

TOTAL, Immediate Office of the Secretary Portion of the Centralized Billing: 

4,608.5 

4,752.6 


* Numbers based on the most recent Centralized Billing dated 1/6/20! 0 


Capital Planning and Investment Control fCPlCI Electronic Tool : This activity support capital planning 
duties within the Office of Budget. The CPIC Program is responsible for maintaining a sound 
performance-based process that tracks the progress of all major IT investments and ensures decisions are 
based on a set of predefined criteria regarding those investments. The Department billing methodology is 
based on Homeland Security Presidential Directive (HSPD) #12 logical access head count. 

Travel Management Center : This program manages and oversees the Department’s online travel 
reservations program and migration to the new Government-wide E-Travel system for initiating and 
completing official travel arrangements on a Department-wide basis using electronic means. The 
Department billing methodology is based on the total number of bureau employees per offsite location. 

Interior Collections Management System ftCMSf : The interior Museum Program’s Interior Collections 
Management System (ICMS) is a program, originally funded from bureau budgets earmarked for bureau 
museum collections management systems. The ICMS provides Department-wide consistency in 
accounting for, reporting on, and providing access to tlie Department’s bureau museum collections for use 
in delivery of bureau mission and compliance activities to the American public. The Department billing 
methodology is based on the total of each bureau’s museum collections. 

Department of the Interior Access Homeland Security Presidential Directive #12 (HSPD-12j : HSPD-12 
established digital credential issuance capability and initial purchases of smart cards in 2005. After 
completion of the personal identification verification process, digital certificates are loaded onto smart 
cards for all employees and contractors who need them. The certificates have Department-specific 
profiles and meet the requirements of the Federal Common Policy Framework. The Department billing 
methodology is based on the HSPD-12 logical access headcount. 

Senior Executive Service Candidate Development Program fSESCDPI and Other Leadership Programs : 
Tile program provides for development and execution of SES Candidate Development and other 
leadership programs throughout the Department. The National Business Center bases its billing 
methodology on Department-wide FTE. 

On-Line Learning : The program provides for oversight, development, and delivery of computer and web- 
based courses for the Department’s employees. Tlie National Business Center bases its billing 
methodology on Department-wide FTE. 
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Learning and Performance Center : The program provides for oversight, management, and operation of 
tile Leadership and Performanee Centers. The Leadership and Performance Centers provide classroom 
courses and development opportunities to the Department’s employees. The National Business Center 
bases its billing methodology on Department-wide FTE. 

Albuatieroue Learning and Performance Center : This program provides for the operation of the 
Albuquerque, Learning Center, which provides classroom courses to the Department’s employees located 
in Albuquerque, NM. The National Business Center bases its billing methodology on an average of 
actual usage over the previous two years. 

Denver Learning and Performance Center : This program provides for the operation of the Denver 
Learning Center, which provides classroom courses to the Department’s employees located in Denver, 

CO. The National Business Center bases its billing methodology on an average of actual usage over the 
previous two years. 

Washington Learning and Performance Center : This program provides for the operation of the 
Washington Learning Center, which provides classroom courses to the Department’s employees. The 
National Business Center bases its billing methodolo^ on an average of actual usage over the previous 
two years, 

Enterprise Services Network tESNL The Enterprise Service Network is an integrated network which will 
provide access to the Internet, a Department-wide intranet, and a fully operational technical support 
center. The system will provide better services and a uniformly secure environment, standardized and 
efficient 24-7 operations, and improved technical support. ESN also facilitates the consolidation of 
directory services, web hosting, data warehousing, and other applications and systems. The Department 
billing methodology is based on the bandwidth usage and number of sites within each bureau. 

Web & Internal/External Communication : This program is responsible for developing, coordinating, and 
implementing Department-wide WEB consolidation including the WEB policies, standards, and 
guidelines. It also provides oversight and technical assistance to bureaus. The Department billing 
methodology is based on Department-wide FTE. 

Enterprise Architecture (Information Technology (IT) Arc hitecture): The Department s Information 
Technology Enterprise Architecture (lEA) Program establishes a framework for its IT investments. 
Implementation of the lEA is mandated by the Clinger-Cohen Act, and the Department’s approach has 
been endorsed by 0MB and the Congress. An enterprise architecture is a master blueprint for 
systematically defining an organization’s current (baseline) and desired (target) architecture, aligned with 
the mission of the organization. The lEA, through multiple iterations, documents business processes, the 
data required to accomplish tliose processes, applications required to manipulate and manage the required 
data, and the technology components needed to deliver data and applications to the business community. 
The Department billing methodology is based on the number of users (population). 

Freouenev Management Support : The Department provides radio spectrum management services for all 
of its bureaus as well as other Federal activities and the Insular areas, and coordinates radio policy 
throughout Interior. The Department billing methodology is based on the number of frequencies 
managed per bureau. 

Information Technology flTt Security : The IT Security Program provides policy and guidance on 
appropriate information assurance measures for the Department’s Information Technology systems, 
applications, telecommunications networks, and related resources. The program develops and maintains 
the agency-wide security training program; tests perimeter defenses; conducts oversight of FISMA and 
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NIST compliance; provides coordination and oversight of certification and accreditation of IT systems; 
and develops policy and standards for critical infrastructure enhancements and Public/Private Key 
Infrastructure. The Department billing methodology is based on the HSPD-12 logical access head count. 

Capital Planning : In compliance with the Clinger-Cohen Act, the Department has established an IT 
Capital Planning and Investment Control (CPlC) Program that is aligned with the Department’s 
Enterprise Architecture and Strategic Plan, The CPIC Program is responsible for maintaining a sound 
performance-based process that tracks tJie progress of all major IT investments and ensures decisions are 
based on a set of predefined criteria regarding those investments. The Department billing methodology is 
based on HSPD-12 logical access head count. 

Security Certification and Accreditation : The IT Security Certification and Accreditation Program 
provide for a Department-wide standard, as well as an independent comprehensive quality review of all of 
the Department’s Certification and Accreditation (C&A) packages. C&A standards and templates to 
improve the overall quality and consistency of the Department’s C&A packages are now complete. 
Currently the program is working on completion of implementation of OMB requirements for the 
protection of sensitive agency information by deploying appropriate encryption solutions and technology 
to remote laptops and workstations. Funds for C&A are centrally managed through the Department to 
develop consistent standards, tools, and establish contract vehicles for use by the Department’s bureaus 
and offices. The Department billing methodology is based on the allocation of IT security C&A funding 
to bureaus and offices. 

Active Directory : Active Directory is a consolidate directory service that provides the Department with 
an authoritative repository of security credentials. This repository provides authentication, authorization, 
and access sei"vices. The Department billing methodology is based on the number of seats per bureau. 

Enterprise Resource Management : Enterprise Resource Management coordinates the acquisition and 
management of commonly used IT hardware and software products and services across the Department to 
best support its key missions and programs. Key goals are to align the Department’s major IT 
investments with its enterprise architecture, improve security through more consistent and efficient 
products and services, and to better manage IT resources. The Department billing methodology is based 
on the number of seats within each bureau. 

National Telecommunications and Information Administration fNTIA) Spectrum Management : NTIA, 
under delegated authority from the President, manages the Federal government’s use of the radio 
spectrum. NTIA assigns frequencies to Federal users, assesses interference concerns, assures spectrum 
availability for future needs, and improves efficiency while minimizing costs. The Department billing 
methodology is based on the number of frequencies per bureau. 

Chief Financial Officer Financial Statement Audit : The annual audit of the Department’s financial 
records is necessary to meet the requirements of the Chief Financial Officers Act of 1990, provide a basis 
for the Government Accountability Office to determine the extent to which it may rely on the 
Department’s audit report to support the annual audit of the government-wide financial report, assist 
Departmental management in assessing the effectiveness of internal controls and compliance with laws 
and regulations, assist the Department in determining the effectiveness of information technology related 
internal controls, and ensure compliance with the Federal Financial Management Improvement Act and 
the Federal Information Security Management Act. The Department billing methodology is based on the 
audit costs as outlined in the Department’s current contract witli KPMG. 

Department of the Interior’s Geographic Information Management (EGIMf : Enterprise Geospatial 
Information Management enhances geospatial data sharing, increases operating efficiencies, and provides 
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cost savings across the Department. This program moved into the Department’s Working Capita! Fund 
and is funded from existing bureau budgets earmarked for EGIM. The Department billing methodology 
is based on the Department’s ESRI Software Enterprise Licensing agreement, 

E-Government Initiatives : Funds collected through this activity are for certain Government-wide e- 
government and lines of business initiatives that are centrally billed through the Immediate Office of the 
Secretary. The Department billing methodology is based on Department-wide FTE. 

Recreation One-Stop : Recreation One-Stop is a partnership among the U.S. Department of the Interior, 
U.S. Department of Agriculture, U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, and the Smithsonian Institution aimed at 
providing an innovative, easy way for the public to reserve Federal reereation facilities and activities. 
Upon full implementation, this program will provide high-quality, easily accessible “onc-stop” 
l eservations to the public at a fair and reasonable cost, emulating commercial reservation systems and 
reservation/tourism industry service standards. It will provide “customer-driven” service throughout the 
design, implementation and operation phases focusing on meeting customers’ needs. The system will 
provide agency user-friendly service that is responsive to agency needs and management objectives. The 
Department billing methodology is an equal distribution amongst the participating bureaus. 

Freedom of Information ActlFOIAI Appeals : The Office of the Solicitor is responsible for eliminating 
the Department’s current backlog of FOIA appeals, which is expected to be completed by the end of 
2009. The Department billing methodology is based on the number and type of FOIA appeals in the 
backlog. 


FY 2010/FY 2011 DOI Assessments (Centralized Billing) 

Dollars in Thousands 


National Business Center Portion of 
the Centralized Billins'^ 

lOS/NBC Office 

FY 2010 

FY 20U 

FPPS/Employee Express - O&M 

NBC Human Resources Directorate 

1,281.5 

1,305.8 

HR LOB W-2 Surcharge 

NBC Human Resources Directorate 

52.5 

52.7 

Cuitur'al Resources & Events 
Management 

NBC Administrative Operations 
Directorate 

31.1 

26.0 

Partnership Schools & Commemorative 
Programs 

Financial Systems (inc. Hyperion) 

NBC Administrative Operations 
Directorate 

3.9 

3.9 

NBC Financial Management 

Directorate 

3,460.3 

3,475.3 

IDEAS 

NBC Financial Management 

Directorate 

592.7 

595.3 

Quarters Program 

NBC Financial Management 

Directorate 

6.2 

5.2 

Aviation Management 

NBC Aviation Mgmt Directorate 

269.8 

266.8 

TOTAL, National Business Center Portion of the Centralized Billing; 

1 5,698.0 j 5,731.0 


* Numbers based on the most recent Centralized Billing dated 1/6/2010 


Federal Payroll and Personnel System (FPPSVEmplovee Express -O&M : This activity provides Feder al 
Payroll and Personnel System support to the bureaus. The National Business Center bases its billing 
methodology using a pre-established unit price per W-2 for FPPS Baseline and Employee Express. 

Hrrman Resources (HRI Line of Business fLOBI W-2 Surcharge : This activity integrates the Federal 
Personnel Payroll System with other HR services and systems in support of E-Gov initiatives. The 
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National Business Center bases its billing methodology on the W-2 detail provided for the Exliibit 300 
and Exhibit 53. 

Cultural Resources and Events (Executive Forumsl : The Cultural Resources and Events Management 
office host authors from academia and private industry to share ideas and stimulate discussion among 
attendees. The National Business Center bases its billing methodology on Department-wide FTE, 

Partnership Schools (Department of the Interior’s Recruitment and Outreachl : This activity supports the 
Department’s efforts to advance diversity in its work force including initiatives to recruit minorities on 
college campuses. Recruitment is also aimed toward students graduating from high and technical schools 
across the country. The National Business Center billing methodology is distributed equally amongst the 
participating bureaus. 

Financial Systems (including Hyperionf : This activity manages bureau FFS accounting system 
applications, including the Flyperion financial reporting system, Travel Manager, and the FFS Fixed 
Asset Subsystems. The National Business Center bases its billing methodology on the amount of services 
requested. Computer processing costs are based on SRU usage, and system administration costs are 
based on prior year actual cost. 

Interior Department Electronic Acquisition System (IDEAS'! -Procurement Desktop fPD) : This activity 
supports hosting and production support for the Department’s IDEAS procurement system, flie National 
Business Center bases its billing methodology on the original fiscal year 2000 transfer of appropriated 
funds from USGS to THE DEPARTMENT’S bureaus, as well as other services requested. 

Quarters Program : This activity includes the operational aspects of tlie Quarters Management Program 
for the Department, which provides rate setting, geographic market rate surveys, etc., on a nationwide 
basis. The National Business Center bases its billing methodology on the number of housing units per 
bureau. 

Department of the Interiors’ Aviation Services : The Aviation Management Directorate (AMD) provides 
oversight of Departmental aviation activities including safety, management of Department-owned aircraft, 
establislunent of standards for all Interior aircraft facilities and aviation related personnel, technical 
inspections, accident investigation, and ensuring pilot currency. The National Business Center bases its 
billing methodology on the prior four years of actual costs as approved by the Aviation Board of 
Directors (ABOD). 

Reclamation’s Working Capital Fund includes support services provided by the Department of tlie 
Interior and the National Business Center that are specific to Reclamation usage (through fixed fee or 
time and materials contractual agreements). Below is a single table of such services assessed to 
Reclamation through the Department’s Direct Billing^ process. The activities below are included in the 
total revenue figures provided in the “Summarized Financial Data” table above. The list below only 
contains those activities provided by the Depaitment of the Interior or National Business Center; 


’ The Direct Billing used whenever the product or service provided is severable and individual customer orders are 
used. Direct billing is used for both fixed fee and time and materials contractual arrangements. Reimbursable 
support agreements, government charge cards and similar contractual documents are used to establish the customer 
and service provider relationship. This type of billing is used for discretionary services. Bureaus and offices adjust 
budget requests based on their estimates of service levels required and requested through the direct billing. 
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FY 2010/FY 2011 DOl Assessments (Direct Billing) 


Dollars in Thousands 


Direct Billing Activities 

lOS/NBC Office 

FY 2010 

. FY 20n 

Immediate OfRce of the Secretary 
(lOS) 




FBMS Change Orders 

Financial &. Business Mgmt System 

180.0 

ISO.O 

Oracle Licenses & Support 

office of the Chief Information Officer 

873.5 

553.4 

Microsoft Enterprise Licenses 

Office of the Chief Infomiation Officer 

1,264.3 

1,268.3 

Anti-Virus Software Licenses 

Office of the Chief Information Officer 

1.0 

170.2 

Enterprise Services Network 

Office of the Chief information Officer 

709.1 

1,150.0 

e-Mail Archiving (Cobell Litigation) 

Central Services 

898.0 

1,078.0 

FY 2010 CFO Audit 

Central Services 

64.0 

0.0 

FY20I1 CFO Audit 

Central Services 

0.0 

173.1 

Federal FSA Program 

Central Services 

108.3 

116.4 

Workers Compensation 

Central Services 

8,000.0 

8,000.0 

Unemployment 

Central Services 

493.0 

493.0 

ESRl Enterprise Licenses 

Central Services 

253.3 

253.3 

1 Sub-total, Direct Billins Activities for lOS: 

12,844.5 

13,435.7 

National Business Center (NBC) 




Personnel & Payroll Systems 

Division 

NBC Human Resources Directorate 

157.5 

35.4 

HR Management Systems Division 

NBC Human Resources Directorate 

106.8 

67.5 

Enterprise Infrastructure Division 

NBC Information Technology Directorate 

659.8 

682.2 

Customer Support Seivices Division 

NBC Information Technology Directorate 

13.4 

14.6 

1 Sub-total, Direct Billing Activities for NBC: 

937.5 

799.7 






TOTAL, DIRECT BILLING 
ACTIVITIES: 

13,782.0 

14,235.4 


FY 20 1 1 Summary of the Department’s Assessments to Reclamation’s Work Capital Fund: 

Centralized Billing $ 10,483,60 0 

Immediate Office of the Secretary 4,752,600 

National Business Center 

Direct Billing 

Immediate Office of the Secretary 
National Business Center 

Total, FY 2011 Department of the Interior Assessments to Reclamation’s 
Working Capital Fund 


14.235.400 

13,435,700 

799,700 

$24,719,000 


Working Capital Fund- 8 


54862A 


02 / 22/2010 




2480 


Reclamation Specific Chief Information Officer Requirements funded out of the Reclamation 
WCF: Reclamation’s Working Capital Fund also includes support services and common services for 
which Reclamation’s Chief Information Officer (CIO) has direct requirements; 

Information Technology Initiatives 

Funding for Reclamation’s Information Technology program cross cuts all Reclamation appropriations. 
However, a significant portion of the program is funded by the Reclamation WCF, particularly E- 
Government, enterprise-wide, and region-wide programs. The FY 2009 budget for IT Initiatives funded 
through the Working Capital Fund is $32.4 million. The FY 2010 IT Initiative budget funded tlirough the 
Working Capital Fund is $32.7 million. The 20 1 0 IT Working Capita! Fund budget includes a net 
program increase of $3 1 9,362 for major IT investments. 

Government wide E-Governnient Initiatives 

Reclamation continues to participate in Government-wide initiatives. These help serve the public by 
providing one easy-to-access place to obtain information. Reclamation adds and maintains information 
and helps fund and improve procedures for uploading and accessing information. Some sites include: 

• FirstGov.gov (http://wwvv.firstgov.gov). This official U.S. gateway can search all Government 
information. 

• Recreation.gov (http://www.recreation.gov). This site provides recreation information, including 
maps, facility descriptions, and activities offered at most Federal facilities. 

• Volunteer.gov (http://www.usaffeedomcorps.gov/). This site lists volunteer opportunities at 
Federal agencies. 

• Geospatial One-Stop (http;//wvvw.Geo-One-Stop.gov). This site makes it easier, faster, and less 
expensive for all levels of government and the public to access geospatial information. 

Reclamation will continue to support these activities and any additional or future E-Gov initiatives that 
overlap or support mission-related goals and objectives, as deemed appropriate. The following are 
examples of IT Investments funded through the Working Capital Fund; 

Interior Enterprise Architecture 

Reclamation continues to budget for the development and implementation of Interior’s Enterprise 
Architecture and modernization blueprints, while maintaining supplemental bureau-level architecture 
information as required by the Clinger-Cohen Act. Reclamation continues to collaborate with Interior, 
participating in the Interior Business Architecture Team, Data Advisory Committee (formerly titled the 
Domain Architecture Team), Interior Architecture Working Group (formerly known as the Interior 
Architecture Workgroup), Chief Technology Officer’s Team, and other ad-hoc working groups, as 
requested. Funding will continue Reclamation’s participation in the development, maintenance, and 
refinement of the Interior Enterprise Architecture, and enable Reclamation to play a leading role in the 
development and implementation of the department-wide water resource management segment 
architecture, modernization framework and related blueprints. 

Interior Enterprise Services Nehvork 

Reclamation is participating in the development and implementation of Interior’s Enterprise Service 
Network. Tlie purpose of this effort is to consolidate IT infrastructure investments that can be shared 
across Interior, such as points of presence on the Internet and management of data communications 
equipment (such as routers and circuits). Reclamation will continue to actively participate in the design 
and implementation phases of this initiative to ensure that mission, customer, and employee requirements 
are met. 
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IT Capital Planning and Portfolio Management 

Reclamation plans to continue funding the development, documentation, implementation and certification 
of its IT Capital Planning and Investment Control (CPIC) process, in compliance with Interior and OMB 
directives. Efforts will continue to focus on incorporating CPIC processes into business practices, to 
facilitate budgetary investment decisions and track IT system implementation and investment 
performance. Reclamation’s Chief Infonnation Office (CIO) also has developed a plan to incorporate 
GAO’s IT Investment Management framework into existing processes, as discussed in the E-government 
Scorecard and Interior Strategic Plan. Funding needs for business case development and maintenance 
have been identified and increased funding will be needed to address recent OMB requirements for 
project management and other IT training and certification. 

Reclamation has established an IT Portfolio which is used for capital planning, IT security tracking, 
architecture, and other IT management. Reclamation continues to refine the content of that portfolio each 
year as the IT environment and business requirements change. Reclamation is also improving the 
business processes used to manage the systems in the portfolio. 

Information Technology Security 

Reclamation plans to continue diligent evaluation and implementation of IT security requirements. Cyber 
security improvements include implementing audit recommendations related to IT security, contractor 
support for security studies and assessments, physical security for IT, secure communications, 
background investigations for IT personnel, and IT security training. Funding includes participation in 
Interior’s IT Security Awareness training, training for IT security professionals (including several 
Certified Information System Security Professionals), and security training for other IT professionals. 
Reclamation is in tlie process of completing enhancements to its IT security posture as a result of a variety 
of system-specific IT security assessments and audits. The results of these assessments and audits are 
being used to address cyber security issues and to refine priorities and better organize near-term security 
activities. 

A number of baseline security policies, directives and standards, and guidance materials have been 
developed and implemented at both the Reclamation and Departmental levels. These documents, along 
with perimeter protection hardware and software products, have enabled Reclamation to substantially 
reduce its vulnerability to Internet-based and other internal and external threats. Activities are focused 
on the mitigation of weaknesses found during the Certification and Accreditation (C&A) process, most of 
which are funded by the IT security portion of the IT system budgets. Additional activities will address 
and minimize dial-in threats, establish extranets, improve awareness and management training programs, 
identify internal governance processes and remediation procedures, institute broad-scope testing 
methodologies, and complete tlie C&A of new systems and those requiring re-accreditation. 

Spectrum Relocation 

In December 2004, the Congress passed and the President signed the Commercial Spectrum Enhancement 
Act (CSEA, Title 11 of P.L. 108-494), creating the Spectrum Relocation Fund (SRF) to streamline the 
relocation of federal radio communications systems from certain spectrum bands to accommodate 
commercial use through reimbursements from the Fund to affected agencies for relocation projects and 
costs. Funds have been made available to agencies following the crediting of auction receipts to the SRF 
in fiscal year 2007. Following the transfer of funds from the SRF to agency accounts, system relocation 
projects have begun. The amounts reported here (see Budget Authority located on page 6 of the “General 
Statement”) are the agency’s estimated relocation costs, as approved by the Office of Management and 
Budget, and as reported to the Congress by the Department of Commerce in December 2005. Funds are 
mandatory and will remain available until expended, and agencies will return to the SRF any amounts 
received in excess of actual relocation costs. 
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Permanent Appropriations 
LOCATION: The 17 Western States in Reclamation's Service Area. 

DESCRIPTION: Tlie Permanent Appropriations include the following: Colorado River Dam Fund, 
Boulder Canyon Project; and four Miscellaneous Permanent Appropriations (two within the North Platte 
Project, Klamath Reclamation Area, and Fort Simcoe Job Corps Center). 

PURPOSE: Permanent Appropriations provide for the transfer of revenues from various funds toward the 
construction, operation, maintenance, replacement, environmental studies, and other associated activities at 
various projects. The Permanent Appropriations also provide for the payment of interest to the Treasury 
and transfers of monies to other funds and governmental entities. 

AUTHORIZATIONS: See the individual fund summaries for authorizations. 

WORK PROPOSED FOR FY 2011: See the following individual writeups for details. 
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Colorado River Dam Fund 
Boulder Canyon Project 

LOCATION: Southern Nevada and western Arizona. 

DESCRIPTION/JUSTIFICATION: The Boulder Canyon Project Act of 1928 established the Colorado 
River Dam Fund and defined its uses. Revenues are derived mainly from the sale of electrical energy 
generated at Hoover Dam. The Hoover Dam Power Plant Act of 1984 established that ail receipts would 
be deposited into the Fund to be available without further appropriation for payment of operations, 
maintenance, replacement, interest, and repayment associated with the project. The Hoover Power Plant 
Act of 1 984 also provided for the transfer of power revenues to the Lower Colorado River Basin 
Development Fund. 

Hoover Dam forms Lake Mead, providing flood control, river regulation, fish and wildlife benefits, 
irrigation, municipal and industrial water supplies for local and downstream purposes, generation of 
electrical energy, and major recreational activities for the southwestern United States. The powerplant 
provides an annual power generation of approximately 4.3 billion kilowatt hours of low cost, renewable 
hydropower which serves various sections of the southwest and the Nation as a whole. Maximum 
powerplant capacity totals 2,078 megawatts. 

AUTHORIZATION: P.L. 642, Boulder Canyon Projeet Aet, December 21, 1928; P.L. 756, The Boulder 
Canyon Project Adjustment Act, July 19, 1940; P.L. 98-381, The Hoover Power Plant Act of 1984, July 
1984. 

BUDGET AND PERFORMANCE INTEGRATION/PERFORMANCE IMPROVEMENT; The 
Boulder Canyon Project (BCP) budget process serves as a prime example of budget and performance 
integration. This project is aligned with the following Deparlment of the Interior 's Strategic Plan end 
outcome goals: Deliver Water, consistent with applicable State and Federal Law in an environmentally 
responsible and cost-effective manner; Manage or Influence Resource Use-Hydropower; Improve the 
Quality and Diversity of Recreation Experiences and Visitor Enjoyment; and Improve Protection of Lives, 
Resources, and Property. 

The budget (Ten Year Operating Plan) for the Boulder Canyon Project (BCP) is developed by the Bureau 
of Reclamation (Reclamation) and Western Area Power Administration (WAPA) in concert with BCP 
power contractors. This is a collaborative process that relays information to the contractors on plans for 
the on-going operation of the BCP and provides a forum for discussion. The process promotes 
transparency and facilitates BCP customers' ability to give input into the operations of the project prior to 
the expenditures of significant funds on replacements, upgrades, betterments, and operation and 
maintenance items. It also assures that the project is being operated as efficiently and effectively as 
possible; and provides a mechanism to link the budget, power rate and ten-year planning process. 

The Ten Year Operating Plan is a living document, allowing for adjustments if unforeseen circumstances 
occur. If issues (such as Quagga Mussel infestation) or opportunities for improvement and/or efficiency 
arise, modifications to the budget are made through consultation and collaboration with contractors. 
Quarterly meetings are held to review detailed finaneial reports, to keep contractors abreast of new 
developments and technology and progress of planned work. Through this interaction with BCP 
customers, an excellent working relationship and level of trust has been developed. 
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PL^nnci^tenl Appropriations^ Colorado River Dam Fund, Boulder Canyon Project 


Planning and timing of the work to be performed is essential to maintain this aging National Critical 
Infrastructure. Consultation during the budget development process ensures that ail parties are involved in 
decision making with respect to approval of upgrades, betterments and operation and maintenance items 
operations required to ensure facility reliability and efficiency. 

Due to the recent years of drought and resultant lowering lake levels, efficiency improvements are 
paramount and have been made using this collaborative work, planning process. Examples include: 

• Replacing cast steel wicket gates with stainless steel wicket gates: This results in a thinning of the 
wicket gate cross section and increases the servomotor stroke. This increases the total gate 
opening which increases capacity. It also reduces friction to flow which increases efficiency. 

• Replacement of worn crown plates and wicket gate bushings: Reduces leakage through the units 
while motoring or shut down. It also reduces or eliminates wear plate cavitation and reduces 
outage time due to shear pin breakage. 

• Replacement of spare seal rings: Reduces downtime and contributes to turbine efficiency. 

• Low head turbine CFD and model study: This study is being conducted to establish the benefits 
and costs of one or more wide head turbines to deal with improved efficiency and additional 
capacity under low lake elevations. 

In addition, the BCP has been instrumental to the Lower Colorado Region continued success in 
accomplishing numerous GPRA goals outlined in the Departmenfs Strategic Plan for FY 2007 - FY 2012. 
Specific GPRA goals include: Provide for Access (Hydropower; Megawatts Delivered); Responsible 
Development (Hydropower: Forced Outage Factor); Facility Reliability (Water and Hydropower) Improve 
Power Generation Management to Maximize Supply (Hydropower: Unit Availability); Protect Cultural, 
Natural and Heritage Resources; Improve Protection of Lives, Resources, and Property; and Deliver Water. 

Together with our customers, the BCP is able to successfully operate, maintain, and improve the project 
facilities without seeking Federal appropriations while contributing significantly to the successful 
accomplishment of the Lower Colorado Region’s and Reclamation’s primary mission to deliver water and 
generate power. 
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Pennantint Appropriations. Coloi ado River Dam Fund, Boulder Canyon Project 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 


Program Financial Data 


Activity 

FY 2010 

FY 2011 

Water and Energy Management and Development 

$24,788,000 

$24,764,000 

Facility Operation 

$63,200,000 

$62,204,000 

Facility Maintenance and Rehabilitation 

$10,904,000 

$6,084,000 

Total Obligations 

$98,892,000 

$93,052,000 

Unobligated Balance Available, Start of Year 1/ 

(19,750,418) 

(19,750,418) 

Unobligated Balance Available, End of Year 

19,750,418 

19,750,418 

Budget Authority 

$98,892,000 

$93,052,000 

Total BOR Appropriation-Permanent Indefinite 
Balance, end of year 

Total Revenues 2/ 

$98,892,000 

0 

$98,892,000 

$93,052,000 

0 

$93,052,000 


1/ Includes Post-retirement Benefits; Working Capital Fund; and Unapplied Uprating Credits. 
2J Includes principal repayment ($1,889,000 in FY 2010 and $2,067,000 in FY 2011). 


WORK PROPOSED FOR FY 2011: 

Wafer and Energy Management and Development - Provides for payment of interest to the Treasury on 
funds advanced for construction of Floover Dam and appurtenant project works ($10,897,000); principal 
payment to the Treasury ($2,067,000); for payments to the States of Arizona and Nevada in lieu of taxes 
($600,000); and funds transferred to the Lower Colorado River Basin Development Fund ($1 1,200,000). 

$24,764,000 

Facility Operations - Continues operation, preventive maintenance, and administrative support functions 
of the project to facilitate water and power deliveries. Includes Reclamation and Western Area Power 
Administration water and power operations, uprating credits, forecasting, water scheduling, hazardous 
materials management, river telemetry, policy/regulation, and communications. Provides guides, security, 
and support for visitor services. The decrease is due to lower estimates for materials and services, and a 
reduction in the need for Post 9/1 1 security, due to completion of the Hoover Dam Bypass. 62,204,000 

Facilities Maintenance and Rehabilitation - Continues non-routine maintenance activities and 
replacements to infrastructure and structural facilities. 

Continues coating of exterior penstocks to assure that the steel (including joints and pins) does not 
deteriorate from corrosion; replacing cast steel wicket gates with stainless steel wicket gates which will 
result in a thinning of the wicket gate cross section and increase the servomotor stroke (to increase the total 
gate opening which will increase capacity) and reduce friction to flow which will increase efficiency; 
replacement of worn crown plates and wicket gate bushings to reduce leakage through the units while 
motoring or shut down, reduce or eliminate wear plate cavitation, and reduce outage time due to shear pin 
breakage; purchase and replacement of spare seal rings to reduce downtime and contribute to turbine 
efficiency; rebuilding and replacing generator coolers which have exceeded their service life and are 
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Permanent Appropriations, Colorado River Dam Fund, Boulder Canyon Project 


experiencing failures; low head turbine CFD and model study to establish the benefits and costs of one or 
more wide head turbines to deal with improved efficiency and additional capacity under low lake , 
elevations; and miscellaneous minor equipment replacement. Begins and completes work on spot coating 
of cableway head and tail towers, for assurance that riveted steel structures and decks do not deteriorate 
from corrosion. Begins work to recoat spillway drum gales, assuring that the steel gates do not deteriorate 
From corrosion; and replacement of station service pelton turbines, which provide station power at the dam. 
Completes work on 300-ton powerhouse crane repaire of gearboxes, wheels and rails for proper operation, 
and replacement/upgrade of the microwave telemetry system. The decrease is due to change in scheduling 
of some Replacement and E.xtraord inary Maintenance items. 

6.084.000 

Total Obligations 593,052,000 

Total Appropriations, Permanent Indefinite 593,052,000 

SEE APPENDIX FOR: Obligations by Function for Operating Project 
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Miscellaneous Permanent Appropriations 


DESCRIPTION 

Miscellaneous Permanent Appropriations consist of four separate appropriations: Operation, Maintenance, 
and Replacement of Project Works, North Platte Project; Payments to Farmers' Irrigation District; 

Payments to Local Units, Klamath Reclamation Area; and Operation and Maintenance of Quarters, Fort 
Simcoe Job Corps Center, 

FY2011 PROGRAM 

Oneitilion. Maintenance, and Replacement of Project Works. North Platte Project (Gerina and Foil 
Laramie. Ooslien and Palhlinder Iniaation DistrictsL $7.000 (P.L. 578 (66 Stat 755), July 17, 1952) 

Revenues are derived from the operation of project powerplants, leasing of project grazing and farm lands, 
and the sale or use of town sites. These revenues are deposited in a special receipt account which is 
maintained exclusively for that purpose. The monies are collected in one year and disbur sed in the next. 

Payment to Farmei-s' Irrigation District (Nortli Platte Project, Nebraska-Wvoming). $8.000 (P.L. 85-123 
(73 Stat 342), August 13, 1957) 

The source is power revenues from the North Platte project. Payments are made annually to the Farmers' 
irrigation District toward payment of the annual cost of carrying the Northport Irrigation District's water 
through the Farmers' Irrigation District canal. The monies are deposited in the Reclamation Fund and 
disbursed from an expenditure account. 

Payments to Local Units. Klamath Reclamation Area, $250.000 

Twenty-five percent of net revenues collected during each fiscal year from the leasing of Klamath project 
reserved Federal lands, within the boundaries of the Lower Klamath National Wildlife Refuge and the Tule 
Lake National Wildlife Refuge, are to be paid annually by the Secretaiy to the counties in which such 
refuges are located. Such payments are made on a pro rata basis based upon the refuge acreage in each 
county. The monies aie deposited in the Reclamation Fund and disbursed from an expenditure account. 
Payments are made each year to Klamath, Modoc, and Siskiyou Counties. 

Operation and Maintenance of Quarters, Fort Simcoe. Job Corns Center. $ 1 5,000 

The source of revenue is from the use of quarters from the operation of Fort Simcoe Job Corps Center. 

The amount of revenue varies from year to year. The monies are deposited in a special receipt account. 
Funds are used for maintenance of the Job Corps Center quarters. 

APPROPRIATION: 

FY 201 1 *280,000 

FY20I0 $280,000 
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Revenue Financed Programs 

LOCATION: The Revenue Financed Programs in Reclamation are located in Arizona, California, 
Nevada, New Mexico, Utah, and Wyoming. 

DESCRIPTION/JUSTIFICATION: The Revenue Financed Programs include the following; Lower 
Colorado River Basin Development Fund and tlie Upper Colorado River Basin Fund, Colorado River 
Storage Project. The Revenue Financed Programs fund the operation and maintenance, replacement, 
environmental studies, and other associated activities on projects where construction is complete and the 
facilities are operational and revenue producing. 

AUTHORIZATION: See the individual fund summaries for authorizations. 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 


Program Financial Data 


iMind / Project 

FY20IC 

FY 2011 Request |, 

Revenues 

Total 

Program 

Revenues 

Total 

Program 

i..o\vcr Coiorndo River Busin Ocvciopmcnt Fund 

C'oiorado River Basin Project 

Navajo Generating Suilioit - O&M 

$102,540,000 

$102,540,000 

$114,030,000 

$114,030,000 

r-nvironnicjilal Commitments & O&M Oversight 

1,600.000 

1,600.000 

1.670.000 

1,670,000 

Subtotal - Colorado River Dasin Project 

$104,200,000 

$104,200,000 

$115,700,000 

$115,700,000 

Arizona Water Settlement Act 

135,326,000 

135,326,000 

68.226.000 

68,226.000 

|(*olorado River Basin Salinity Control Program (CRBSCP) | 

Ccntributioiis to Title II 

4,072,000 

4,072,000 

3.310.000 

3,310,000 

Contributions to USDA 

6.557,000 

6.557,000 

6,557.000 

6,557,000 

Subtotal - CRBSCP 

$10,629,000 

$10,629,000 

$9,867,000 

$9,867,000 

Total LCRBDi* 

$250,155,000 

$250,155,000 

$193,793,000 

$193,793,000 

jrnper Colorado River Basin Fund j 

Consumplive I’sc Studies 

362,000 

362,000 

373.000 

373.000 

Dolores 

1,053,000 

1.053,000 

553.000 

553,000 

Emergency FkdUx 

500.000 

500,000 

500,000 

500,000 

jtnitiiil UiiltSi Colorado River Storage Pruject (CRSF) j: 

Initial Units, CRSP 

56,244,000 

56.244.000 

62,011,000 

62,011, 000 

CRBSCP. Contributions to Title 11 

674.000 

674,000 

929,000 

929,000 

CRBSCI’. Contributions to USDA 

1.157.000 

1.157,000 

1,157,000 


Subtotal - Initial Units, CRSP 

58,075,000 

58,075,000 

64,097.000 

64,097,000 

Quality of Water Studies 

875,000 

878,000 

905.000 

905.000 

Evaliiatiuii of Existing Dams 

75,000 

75,000 

75,000 

75,000 

Sccdskadce Project 

2,699,000 

2,699.000 

2,147,000 

2,147.000 

Total Program 


$63,642,000 

$68,650,000 

$68,650,000 

Non-Fcderul 


(555,000) 

(715,000) 

(715.000) 

Total - UCRBF 

$63,087,000 

$63,087,000 

$67,935,000 

$67,935,000 
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Lower Colorado River Basin Development Fund 
Central Arizona Project 

LOCATION: The Central Arizona Project (CAP) is located in central and southern Arizona, southern 
California, southern Nevada, western New Mexico, and southern Utah. The Navajo Participating Power 
Project is located in northern Arizona. 

DESCRIPTION/JUSTIFICATION: The Lower Colorado River Basin Development Fund allows for 
the collection of revenues from the sale of surplus power to provide for CAP operations and maintenance, 
and to aid in the repayment of the CAP. The operation and maintenance program for the CAP covers 
completed portions of the project which remain a Federal responsibility; long-tenn environmental 
commitments; and interest payments to the Treasury. The water development features of the CAP include 
the aqueduct system and the New Waddell Dam portion of the regulatory storage division. The power 
development facilities include Reclamation's entitlement to 546,750 kilowatts of power from the Navajo 
Generating Station, which is a 2,250 megawatt coal-fired steam plant operated by the Salt River Project. 

The Lower Colorado River Basin Development Fund was established to collect revenues from the CAP 
and to collect certain revenues generated fiom the Boulder Canyon and Parker-Davis Projects, along with 
the contemplated Pacific Northwest - Pacific Southwest Power Intertie. These revenues are available 
without further appropriation for the purposes defined in the Colorado River Basin Act as amended by 
Title I of P.L. 1 08-45 1 , the Arizona Water Settlements Act. These purposes include defraying the costs 
of CAP operation and maintenance. The Arizona Water Settlements Act also authorizes the use of 
revenues that would have been returned to Treasuiy for repayment of the CAP eonstruction costs to be 
retained in the Fund and invested. The earnings from these investments will also be retained in the Fund. 

All appropriations made for constaiction of the CAP are to be credited to the Development Fund as 
advances fi'om the general fund of the Treasury. (Justification of the funds appropriated for construction 
of the CAP is shown in the Water and Related Resources Appropriations section only.) 

AUTHORIZATION: P.L. 90-537, The Colorado River Basin Project Act, September 30, 1968, as 
amended by P.L. 97-373, December 20, 1982 and P.L. 108-451, The Arizona Water Settlements Act, 
December 10, 2004, as amended by P.L. 1 10-148, December 21, 2007. 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 


Program Financial Data 


1 Activity 

FY 2010 

FY 2011 

Facility Operations 

$104,200,000 

$115,700,000 

Total Program 

$104,200,000 

$115,700,000 

Applied Revenues 

(104,200,000) 


Total Reclamation Allotment 

$0 

$0 1 
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Lower Colorado River Basin Development Fund - Central Arizona Project 


OTHER INFORMATION: Under Section 205 of P.L. 108-137, the Energy and Water Appropriations 
Act of FY 2004, the transfer of funds to the general fund of the Treasuiy for project repayment was 
suspended for 10 years beginning December 1, 2003. This was in anticipation of enactment of the 
Arizona Water Settlements Act, P.L. 108-451, which was signed on December 10, 2004. P.L. 108-451 
revised Section 403 of the Colorado River Basin Project Act on the “additional uses of revenue funds”. 
Accordingly, revenues from project repayment are retained in the Fund and available for use, beginning 
in January 20 1 0 tor the purpose defined in the Arizona Water Settlements Act. Additional information is 
provided under the Appendix for Status of Repayment of the Central Arizona Project. 

WORK PROPOSED FOR FY 2011; 

Facility Operations - Continues the operation and maintenance functions of the Navajo 
Generating Station, long-term environmental commitments, and Federal oversight of the project. 
The increase is due to due higher costs for fuel and maintenance. $115,700,000 

Revenues f 115.700.0003 

Reclamation Request $0 
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Lower Colorado River Basin Development Fund 
Arizona Water Settlements Act 

LOCATION: Facilities and activities associated with the Arizona Water Settlements Act are located in 
central and southern Arizona and western New Mexico. 

DESCRIPTION/ JUSTIFICATION: The Arizona Water Settlements Act (Act) resolved the water 
rights claims of the Gila River Indian Community and the San Xavier District of the Tohono O’odham 
Nation, through amendments to the Southern Arizona Water Rights Settlement Act of 1982. The Act also 
serves as the implementing legislation to resolve operations and repayment issues associated with the 
Central Arizona Project (CAP) in Arizona. The Act amended the Colorado River Basin Project Act to 
authorize the Lower Colorado River Basin Development Fund (Fund) to be used as the Funding 
mechanism for all autliorized components of the Act. The revenues that would have been returned to the 
Treasury from repayment of the CAP construction costs are now retained and invested For the purposes of 
the Act. Beginning Januaiy 2010, these funds will be available without further appropriation for the 
specified purposes identified in the Act. 

The Act authorized the following activities to be funded from revenues retained in the Fund: Completion 
of construction of the Indian Distribution Systems and development of the New Mexico Unit of the 
Central Arizona Project; rehabilitation of both Indian and non-Indian portions of the San Carlos Irrigation 
Project; to pay annually the fixed operation, maintenance, and replacement charges associated with the 
delivery of Central Arizona Project water held under long-term contracts for use by Arizona Indian tribes; 
deposits to the Gila River Indian Community Water OM&R Trust Fund; completion of distribution 
systems on the Tohono O’odham Nation that were authorized under the original Southern Arizona Water 
Rights Settlement Act, as well as one lime payment to the San Xavier District in lieu of constructing a 
New Farm; retirement of debt incurred by Safford, AZ, associated with construction of the Safford 
Wastewater Treatment Facility; the development of the Roosevelt Habitat Conservation Plan by the Salt 
River Project; the United States cost to meet its firming obligations; water rights reduction programs 
authorized in the Up|5er Giia River area; payment to the Gila Valley Irrigation District to construct a 
pipeline; and finally, to create a funding source for other future Indian Settlement in Arizona. 

AUTHORIZATION: P.L. 90-537, Colorado River Basin Project Act, September 30, 1968; P.L. 97- 
293 - Title II, Southern Arizona Water Rights Settlement Act of 1982, October 12, 1982; P.L. 97-373, 
Amend Colorado River Basin Project Act, December 20, 1982; and P.L. 108-451, Arizona Water 
Settlements Act, December 10, 2004, as amended by P.L. 110-148, December 21, 2007. 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 


Program Financial Data 


Activity 

FY2010 

FY 2011 

Water and Energy Management and Development 


$60,911,000 



7,315.000 

Total Program 

$135,326,000 


LCRBDF- AWSA Revenues 

(135,326,000) 


Total Reclamation Allotment 

$0 

$0 1 
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Lower Colorado River Basin Development Fund - Arizona fVoter Settlements Act 


Division 


Arizona Water Settlements Act Requested Funds 


FY20I0 

Water and Related 
Resources 


$0 


4,397,000 


FY2010 FY20I1 

Arizona Water Water and Related 
Settlements Act Resources 


GRIC SCIP Rehab 


GRIC PMiP 


GRIC OM&R 
Trust Fund 


SCIDD Lining 


San Carlos CAP- 
IDD 


SAWRSA 

Distribution 

System 

Other Southern 
Arizona Water 
Rights Settlement 
Act Costs 


San Xavier Buyout 


Safford Loan 
Salt River Project 
Habitat 

Conservation Plan 


Environmental 

Compliance 


Firming Costs 


Gila Valley 
Irrigation District 


Upper Valley Gila 
Rights Reduction 


Reclamation 

Oversight 


Other CAP IDD 
Systems 


Fixed CAP OM&R 
for Arizona Tribes 


16,752,000 



6,555,000 


FY 201 1 
Arizona Water 
Settlements Act 


$15,000,000 

12,500,000 



$12,905,000 


0 

0 

0 

6,000,000 

0 

400,000 

0 

543,000 

0 

7,315,000 

$0 

$68,226,000 


$135,326,000 


Note: CAP = Central Arizona Project, GRIC = Gila River Indian Community, IDD = Indian Distribution Division, 
OM&R = Operations, Maintenance and Repair, PMIP = Pima-Maricopa Irrigation Project, SAWRSA = Southern 
Arizona Water Rights Settlement Act, SCIDD = San Carlos Irrigation and Drainage District, SCIP = San Carlos 
Irrigation Project 
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Lower Colorado River Basin Development Fund — Arizona iVaier Settlements Act 


WORK PROPOSED FOR FY 2011; 

Water and Energy Management and Development - 

GRIC SCIP Rehab & GRIC P - MIP - The Gila River Indian Comniimity developed a Master Plan that 
identified approximately 1 46,000 agricultural acres that it plans to rehabilitate and/or develop. The 
146,000 acres is broken down by 50,000 acres that are on the reservation within the San Carlos IiTigation 
Project (SCIP) and approximately 96,000 acres outside SCIP, which was designated as Pima-Maricopa 
Irrigation Project (P-MIP) lairds and funded under the authority of the Indian Distribution Division of the 
Central Arizona Project. In 1994, Reclamation and the Community began providing funding under CAP 
for design and construction of the P-MIP components. Pursuant to the Arizona Water Settlements Act, in 
2010, Reclamation will begin providing funding tor r ehabilitation of the SCIP works. 

The Pima Canal (Reaches BW- 1 A and BW- 1 B) is a joint works canal that will convey water from the 
turnout on the CAP aqueduct to the reservation, and will be the main water supply source for both 
projects (SCIP and P-MIP) when completed. As a joint works facility, the cost to construct the Pima 
Canal and its appurtenances will be shared by both P-MIP (CAP) and SCIP (Arizona Water Settlements 
Act). The Community will continue program administration for all the tribal contractor programs, 
continue constraction for the Pima Feeder canal lining and chute sti ucture. 

GRIC SCIP Rehab $15,000,000 

GRIPPMIP 12.500.000 

27,500,000 

San Carlos Irrigation and Drainage District Lining - The San Carlos Irrigation and Drainage District will 
continue design, environmental clearance, and begin construction on the lining and rehabilitation of the 
non-Indian features of the San Carlos Irrigation Project. 7,000,000 

San Carlos Aoache Tribe. Central Arizona Proiect-Indian Distribution Division - Begin project designs of 
a Black River Diversion and Conveyance System project configuration. Designs will focus on the Black 
River diversion dam, pumping plant, and pipeline specifications for the diversion of 12,700 acre-feet 
annually. Continue data collection, investigatoiy drilling activities, aerial suiveys, develop/refine geologic 
and topographic maps. Continue National Environmental Policy Act activities (Environmental Impact 
Statement) and cultural resource surveys and mitigation requirements. 5,593,000 

Southern Arizona Water Rights Settlement Act Distribution System CAP IDD - The authorized San 
Xavier Cooperative Farm extension will be constmeted in two phases to allow the efficient development 
of farm operations as the farm is expanded. Phase I of the extension will include about 350 acres of land 
adjacent to the lands at the south end of the farm. This extension will be identical to the configuration of 
the farm rehabilitation and is in close proximity to the rest of the farm making logistics much easier for 
the San Xavier Cooperative Farm to manage. Phase II will be further south and extend several miles. 

The land is more uneven and will require a different type of irrigation. Continue construction of Phase 1 
of the Farm extension, 5,375,000 

Other Southern Arizona Water Rights Settlement Act Costs - Reclamation will enter into one or more 
P.L. 93-638 agreements with the Tohono O'odham Nation or one of its districts for the following 
activities: 

San Xavier District Water Management Plan - Continue development of the San Xavier Water 
Management Plan to provide for reasonable recordkeeping of water use on the San Xavier 
District, including provisions for all groundwater withdrawals from non-exempt wells and 
provide for underground water storage and recovery projects. Continue developing the 
framework of a new groundwater model for monitoring the affects of groundwater usage as well 
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Lower Colorado River Basin Development Fund- Arizona Water Selltemenls Act 


as recharge. Continue installation of groundwater monitoring wells at strategic locations across 
the District. 200,000 

San Xavier Groundwater Monitoring Program - Complete development of program that allows 
collection, storage and interpretation of groundwater quality information. 

140.000 

Schuk Toak Water Management Plan - The Tohono O’odham Nation (TON) will continue to 
develop the framework of a new groundwater model for monitoring the affects of groundwater 
usage as well as recharge. The TON will complete development of the Schuk Toak Water 
Management Plan. The TON will complete installation of groundwater monitoring wells at 
strategic locations across the eastern Schuk Toak District. 157,000 

Schuk Toak Groundwater Monitoring Program - Complete development of program that allows 
collection, stor age, and interpretation of groundwater' quality infer niation. 

1 10.000 

Tohono O’odham Water Resources Study - The TON will begin contracts for five new 
gr oundwater monitoring wells. The TON will continue to assess groundwater conditions 
throughout the reservation and continue development of two new groundwater models. The 
TON’S water resources staff will continue to provide primary data collection activities and 
groundwater model development under the provisions of a P.L. 93-638 agreement. Complete 
calibration of existing groundwater models based on data collected in existing monitoring wells; 
Completion of the Tohono O'odham Nation’s water resources study will determine the 
availability and suitability of water resources within the Nation’s i-eservation, but outside the 
T ucson Active Management Area (AM A). 1 ,228,000 

ASARCO Land Exchange Study - The Secretary will complete its analysis to determine the 
feasibility of executing a land exchange agreement with the landowners of the Mission Complex 
mine on the south end of the San Xavier District. Complete development of a data base of 
potential land for exchange and developing a legal strategy to affect the land exchange. 

165,000 

Total Other SWARSA Costs; 2,000,000 

Safford Loan - The Secr etary is authorized to retire the debt incurred by city of Saffoi d Arizona for costs 
associated with the construction of the Safford Wastewater Treatment Facility. 1 ,400,000 

Salt River Project Habitat Conservation Plan - In 2002 the Salt River Pr oject developed the Roosevelt 
Lake Habitat Conservation Plan and received a Section 10 pennit front the Fish and Wildlife Service to 
cover all operations of Roosevelt Dam and Lake. Salt River Project received coverage for the endangered 
southwester'n willow flycatcher, the endangered Yuma clapper rail, the bald eagle (trow de-listed), and the 
yellow-billed cuckoo. Funding was provided by the Salt River Project to manage and acquire potentially 
suitable or occupied habitat, to survey for flycatchers and cuckoos on newly acquired property and at 
Roosevelt Lake, to monitor establishment of riparian habitat at Roosevelt Lake, to staff monitor existing 
properties on the Gila River near Safford and on the lower San Pedro arrd Verde River s, to provide 
helicopter support to survey for bald eagles in Arizona, and to continue the development of replacement 
Irabitat at Rock House Farm on the Salt River. The funding was originally provided by the Salt River 
Project and is authorized to be reimbursed on a scheduled basis by the Act. 2,000,000 
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Environmental Compliance - The Secretary is directed to carry out all necessary environmental 
compliance required by Federal law in implementing the Arizona Water Settlements Act. Funding will be 
used to carry out all required environmental compliance activities. Funding increased because this is the 
lirst entire fiscal year which funds become available under the AWSA. 600,000 

Firming Costs - The Secretaiy is required to firm 28,200 acre-feel of non-Indian agricultural priority 
Central Arizona Pro ject water reallocated to the Tohono O’odham Nation and 8,724 acre-feet of Central 
Arizona Project non-Indian agricultural priority water to the e.Ktent such water is reallocated to Indian 
tribes under the terms of the Arizona Water Settlements Act. Funds will be used to purchase, if available, 
and store excess Central Arizona Project water beginning in 2010 in a State of Arizona approved 
Recharge Facility in older to accrue long-term groundwater credits under a Water Storage Permit. These 
credits will be used, as needed, to meet delivery obligations during times of shortage. It is expected that it 
will cost approximately $100 per acre-foot to buy the water and store it in the ground. It is anticipated 
that several hundred thousand acre-feet will eventually be required. Funds may also be used to increase 
the amount of groundwater storage credits being accrued using the 28,200 acre feet per year of Southern 
Arizona Water Rights Settlement Act cflluent which is currently accruing 6,000 acre-feet per year of 
credits. 2,500,000 

Upper Valiev Gila Rights Reduction - In order to assist in reducing the total water demand for irrigation 
use in the upper valley of the Gila River, Section 2U(a)(l) of AWSA requires die Secretary to provide 
funds to the Gila Valley Irrigation District and the Franklin Irrigation District (Districts) for the 
acquisition of decreed water rights and the extinguishment of those rights to decrease demands on the 
Gila River, or severance and transfer of those rights to tlie San Carlos Irrigation Project for the benefit 
of the Gila River Indian Community and the San Carlos Irrigation and Drainage District in accordance 
with applicable law. The funds provided by the Secretary for this purpose is pursuant to Section 
214(b)(1) of AWSA. 6,000,000 

Reclamation Oversight - Reclamation was given the responsibility to provide oversight for the 
construction projects authorized under section 203 of the Act. These construction projects are the 
rehabilitation of the Indian and non-Indian components of the San Carlos Irrigation Project. 

ReclamatioiTs cost to oversight, administer, and distribute funding from the Fund is also provided for in 
the Act. 400,000 

Other CAP IDD Systems - The Tonto Apache Tribe will continue to work with other water users to 
develop a reliable municipal source on reservation. The Yavapai Apache Tribe will begin project designs 
and NEPA compliance activities and complete evaluation of alternatives. 543,000 

Subtotal, Water and Energy Management and Development $60,911,000 
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Facility Operations - Payment of Fixed OM&R Costs - Section 107 (a) of the Arizona Water 
Settlements Act authorizes the Secretary to “pay annually the fixed operation, maintenance, and 
replacement charges associated with the delivery of Central Arizona Project water held under long-term 
contracts for use by Arizona Indian tribes The current total estimated amount of water anticipated to be 
delivered to Arizona tribes for use on their respective reservations in 20 1 1 is approximately 95,000 acre- 
feet, The currently published fixed component of the Federal rate for water in 2011 is $77 per acre-foot. 

7,315,000 


Subtotal, Facility Operations 


$ 7 , 315,000 


Revenues 


($ 68 , 226 , 000 ) 


Reclamation Request 

SEE APPENDIX FOR: Status of NEPA Compliance 


so 
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Upper Colorado River Basin Fund 
Colorado River Storage Project 
Revenues 

LOCATION: The Colorado River Storage Project (CRSP) is located in northern Arizona, western 
Colorado, northwestern New Mexico, eastern Utah, and southwestern Wyoming. 

DESCRIPTION/JUSTIFICATION: The Upper Colorado River Basin Fund provides for the operation 
and maintenance and related activities of the Colorado River Storage Project. Revenues are collected from 
the sale of power and storage water and are deposited in the Basin Fund, The components in this fund 
include: the four Initial Units (Glen Canyon Dam, Reservoir and Powerplant; Wayne N. Aspinall Storage 
Unit Dams, Reservoirs, and Powerplants; Flaming Gorge Dam, Reservoir, and Powerplant; and Navajo 
Dam and Reservoir), Consumptive Use Studies, Emergency Funds, Quality of Water Studies, Safety 
Examination of Existing Dams, the Seedskadee Project, salinity cost-share projects, and power features of 
the Dolores Project. 

Special studies being performed with revenues include; endangered fish studies related to the Recovery 
Implementation Program, the Wayne N. Aspinall Environmental Impact Statement, Glen Canyon Long 
Term Environmental Program Environmental impact Statement and the Glen Canyon Adaptive 
Management Program authorized by P.L. 102-575. 

AUTHORIZATION; P.L. 84-485, The Colorado River Storage Project Act, April 1 1 , 1956; P.L. 87-590, 
Fryingpan-Arkansas Project Act, August 16, 1962; P.L. 90-537, The Colorado River Basin Project Act, 
September 30, 1968; Grand Canyon Protection Act, Title XVIll of P.L. 102-575, October 30, 1992; P.L. 
104-127, Federal Agriculture Improvement and Reform Act, April 4, 1996; and P.L. 106-392 Upper 
Colorado and San Juan River Basins Endangered Species Recovery Programs, October 30, 2000. 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 


Program Financial Data 


Activity 

FY 2010 

FY2011 1 

Water and Energy Management and Development 

$3,071,000 


Land Management and Development 



Fish & Wildlife Management and Development 

1 7,696,000 

18,305,000 1 

Facility Operations 

29,063,000 


Facility Maintenance and Rehabilitation 

13,223,000 

17,164,000 

Total Program 


$68,650,000 

Revenues 


(67,935,000) 

Non Federal 

(555,000) 

(715,000) 

Total Reclamation Allotment 

$0 

$0 
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Upper Colorado River Basin Fund 

WORK PROPOSED FOR FY 2011: 

Water and Energy Management and Development - Continues compliance with P.L. 104-127 
authorizing cost sharing in lieu of repayment for the Salinity Program. $2,086,000 

Provide continued support for the Quality of Water and Consumptive Use Studies. 

1,278,000 


Subtotal, Water and Energy Management and Development $3,364,000 

Land Management and Development - Continues land resources management and general liaison 
activities with land managing entities. Native Americans, other cooperating agencies, the public, and 
special interest groups. 604,000 

Fish and Wildlife Management and Development - 

Initia l Units - Continues work on environmental impact statement for Aspinall Environmental impact 
Statement. 

676,000 

Support is provided for the endangered fish studies which are part of the Recovery Implementation 
Programs for the Colorado and San Juan Rivers. 

7,582,000 

Olen Canyon Adaptive Management Program - Continues monitoring and research associated with 
cultural, physical, biological, recreation and socioeconomic resources. Continues program administration 
and the participation of affected Native American tribes. Continues scientific investigations managed by 
the Grand Canyon Monitoring and Research Center. Continues experimentation using Glen Canyon Dam 
releases and other management actions provides increased understanding on how best to operate Olen 
Canyon Dam to meet statutory purposes. 

The FY 201 1 budget presented below represents the costs for the overall AMP funded by power revenues. 
With respect to the experimental flow research, if hydrologic conditions preclude conducting these 
experiments, expenditure of these funds will be deferred to subsequent years. 

U.S. Geological Survery/Orand Canyon Monitoring and Research Center 8,261,000 
U.S. Bureau of Reclamation 1,786,000 

Total Adaptive Management Program 1 0,047,000 

Subtotal, Fish and Wildlife Management and Development 18,305,000 

Facility Operations - Continues activities to ensure the continued operation and routine maintenance of 
the Initial Units, Seedskadee, and Dolores power facilities and include the review of operating criteria and 
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upper Colorado River Basin Ptmcl 

maintenance work associated with the operation of the projects. Continues to determine reservoir releases 
and to allow delivery of water. 

29,213,000 

Non-Federal - The State of Wyoming for Fontenelle Dam and Reservoir. (700,000) 

Farmington Power Operations of Farmington, NM for the Navajo Dam and Reservoir, 

flS.QOOt 


Subtotal, Facility Operations 28,498,000 

Facilities Maintenance and Rehabilitation - Continues extraordinary maintenance and replacement of 
items associated with dams, reset voirs, and powerplants for the Initial Units and extraordinary maintenance 
and replacement of items associated with like features for the Seedskadee and Dolores Projects. Includes 
purchase of heavy equipment and vehicles at each of the powerplants; replacement of the turbine runners 
miscellaneous replacements and extraordinary maintenance at Glen Canyon and Blue Mesa powerplants. 

16,589,000 

Safety Examinatioii of Existing Dams - Continues activities for the Initial Units. 75,000 

F.mereencv Funds - Continues funding of Initial Units activities which may be necessary to ensure 
continuous delivery of benefits in the event of an unusual or emergency situation. 500.000 

Subtotal, Facility Maintenance and Rehabilitation 517,164,000 

Revenues (567.935.0001 

Reclamation Request SO 
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Appropriations Language for FY 2011 

The Department of the Interior 
Bureau of Reclamation 

The following appropriations shall be expended to execute authorized function of the 
Bureau of Reclamation: 


WATER AND RELATED RESOURCES 
(including transfers of funds) 

For management, development, and restoration of water and related natural resources and 
for related activities, including the operation, maintenance, and rehabilitation of 
reclamation and other facilities, participation in fulfilling related Federal responsibilities 
to Native Americans, and related grants to, and cooperative and other agreements with, 
State and local governments, federally recognized Indian tribes, and others, 
[$893,125,000] $913,582, 000 . to remain available until expended, of which 
[$53,240,000] $11,746,000 shall be available for transfer to the Upper Colorado River 
Basin Fund and [$17,936,000] $8,627,000 shall be available for transfer to the Lower 
Colorado River Basin Development Fund; of which such amounts as may be necessary 
may be advanced to the Colorado River Dam Fund; (of which not more than $500,000 
isl^M^for high priority projects which shall be carried out by the Youth Conservation 
Corps, as authorized by 16 U.S.C. 1706: Provided, That such transfers may be increased 
or decreased within the overall appropriation under this heading: Provided Jurther, That 
of the total appropriated, the amount for program activities that can be financed by the 
Reclamation Fund or the Bureau of Reclamation special fee account established by 1 6 
U.S.C. 4601-6a(i) shall be derived from that Fund or account: Provided further. That 
funds contributed under 43 U.S.C. 395 are available until expended for the purposes for 
which contributed: Provided further. That funds advanced under 43 U.S.C. 397a shall be 
credited to this account and are available until expended for the same purposes as the 
sums appropriated under this heading: Provided further. That of the amounts provided 
herein, fimds may be used for hieh priority projects •which shall be cairied out by the 
Youth Conservation Corps, as authorized bv 16 U.S.C. I706. \ That $3,500,000 of the 
funds appropriated under this heading shall be deposited in the San Gabriel Basin 
Restoration Fund established by section 110 of title 1 of appendix D of Public Law 
106-554: Provided further. That $5,000,000 of the funds appropriated under this 
heading shall be available for the 'Power Program Services' to implement the 
Bureau of Reclamation's hydropower facilities installations identified under section 
1834 of the Energy Policy Act of 2005: Provided further. That the funds provided 
herein for the St. Mary Storage Unit facilities. Milk River Project, Montana, shall 
be used on a nonreimbursible basis: Provided further. That funds available for 
expenditure for the Departmental Irrigation Drainage Program may be expended 
by the Bureau of Reclamation for site remediation on a nonreimbursable basis.] 
(Energy and Water Development and Related Agencies Appropriations Act, 201 0.) 


CALIFORNIA BAY-DELTA RESTORATION 
(including transfers of funds) 
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For canying out activities authorized by the Water Supply, Reliability, and 
Environmental Improvement Act, consistent with plans to be approved by the Secretary 
of the Interior, ($31,000,000] $40,000.000 . to remain available until expended, of which 
such amounts as may be necessary to catty out such activities may be transfeited to 
appropriate accounts of other participating Federal agencies to carry out authorized 
purposes: Provided, That funds appropriated herein may be used for the Federal share of 
the costs of CALFED Program management: Provided further. That the use of any funds 
provided to the California Bay-Delta Authority for program-wide management and 
oversight activities shall be subject to the approval of the Secretaiy of the Interior: 
Provided further. That CALFED implementation shall be carried out in a balanced 
manner with clear performance measures demonstrating concurrent progress in achieving 
the goals and objectives of the Program. (Energy and Water Development and Related 
Agencies Appropriations Act, 2010.) 


POLICY AND ADMINISTRATION 
[(including transfers of funds)] 

For necessary expenses of policy, administration, and related functions in the office of 
the Commissioner, the Denver office, and offices in the five regions of the Bureau of 
Reclamation, to remain available until expended, ($61,200,000] $61.200.000 . to be 
derived from the Reclamation Fund and be nonreimbursable as provided in 43 U.S.C. 
377: Provided, That no part of any other appropriation in this Act shall be available for 
activities or functions budgeted as poliey and administration expenses. (Energy and 
Water Development and Related Agencies Appropriations Act, 2010.) 


CENTRAL VALLEY PROJECT RESTORATION FUND 

For carrying out the programs, projects, plans, and habitat restoration, improvement, and 
acquisition provisions of the Central Valley Project Improvement Act, [$35,358,000] 
$49.915.000 . to be derived from such sums as may be collected in the Central Valley 
Project Restoration Fund pursuant to sections 3407(d), 3404(c)(3) and 3405(f) of Public 
Law 102-575, to remain available until expended: Provided, That the Bureau of 
Reclamation is directed to assess and collect the full amount of the additional mitigation 
and restoration payments authorized by section 3407(d) of Public Law 102-575: Provided 
further. That none of the funds made available under this heading may be used for the 
acquisition or leasing of water for in-stream purposes if the water is already committed to 
in-stream purposes by a court adopted decree or order. (Energy and Water Development 
and Related Agencies Appropriations Act, 2009.) 


ADMINISTRATIVE PROVISION 

Appropriations for the Bureau of Reclamation shall be available for purchase of not to 
exceed 5 passenger motor vehicles, which are for replacement only. (Energy and Water 
Development and Related Agencies Appropriations Act, 2009.) 
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GENERAL PROVlSfONS 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 

[Sec. 201. (a) None of the funds provided in title 11 of this Act for Water and 
Related Resources, or provided by previous appropriations Acts to the 
agencies or entities funded in title II of this Act for Water and Related 
Resources that remain available for obligation or expenditure in fiscal year 
2010, shall be available for obligation or expenditure through a 
reprogramming of funds that— 

(1) initiates or creates a new program, project, or activity; 

(2) eliminates a program, project, or activity; 

(3) increases funds for any program, project, or activity for which 
funds have been denied or restricted by this Act, unless prior 
approval is received from the Committees on Appropriations of the 
House of Representatives and the Senate; 

(4) restarts or resumes any program, project or activity for which 
funds are not provided in this Act, unless prior approval is received 
from the Committees on Appropriations of the House of 
Representatives and the Senate; 

(5) transfers funds in excess of the following limits, unless prior 
approval is received from the Committees on Appropriations of the 
House of Representatives and the Senate: 

(A) 15 percent for any program, project or activity for which 
$2,000,000 or more is available at the beginning of the fiscal 
year; or 

(B) $300,000 for any program, project or activity for which 
less than $2,000,000 is available at the beginning of the fiscal 
year; 

(6) transfers more than $500,000 from either the Facilities 
Operation, Maintenance, and Rehabilitation category or the 
Resources Management and Development category to any program, 
project, or activity in the other category, unless prior approval is 
received from the Committees on Appropriations of the House of 
Representatives and the Senate; or 

(7) transfers, where necessary to discharge legal obligations of the 
Bureau of Reclamation, more than $5,000,000 to provide adequate 
funds for settled contractor claims, increased contractor earnings 
due to accelerated rates of operations, and real estate deficiency 
judgments, unless prior approval is received from the Committees 
on Appropriations of the House of Representatives and the Senate. 

(b) Subsection (a)(5) shall not apply to any transfer of funds within the 
Facilities Operation, Maintenance, and Rehabilitation category. 

(c) For purposes of this section, the term 'transfer' means any movement of 
funds into or out of a program, project, or activity. 

(d) The Bureau of Reclamation shall submit reports on a quarterly basis to 
the Committees on Appropriations of the House of Representatives and the 
Senate detailing all the funds reprogrammed between programs, projects, 
activities, or categories of funding. The first quarterly report shall be 
submitted not later than 60 days after the date of enactment of this Act] 
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Sec. [202J207. (a) None of the funds appropriated or otherwise made available by 
this Act may be used to determine the final point of discharge for the interceptor 
drain for the San Luis Unit until development by the Secretary of the Interior and 
the State of California of a plan, which shall conform to the water quality 
standards of the State of California as approved by the Administrator of the 
Environmental Protection Agency, to minimize any detrimental effect of the San 
Luis drainage waters. 

(b) The costs of the Kesterson Reservoir Cleanup Program and the costs of the 
San Joaquin Valley Drainage Program shall be classified by the Secretary of the 
Interior as reimbursable or nonreimbursable and collected until fully repaid 
pui'suantto the 'Cleanup Program-Alternative Repayment Plan' and the 'SJVDP- 
Alternative Repayment Plan' described in the report entitled 'Repayment Report, 
Kesterson Reservoir Cleanup Program and San Joaquin Valley Drainage 
Program, February 1995', prepared by the Department of the Interior, Bureau of 
Reclamation. Any future obligations of funds by the United States r elating to, or 
providing for, drainage service or drainage studies for the San Luis Unit shall be 
fully reimbursable by San Luis Unit beneficiaries of such service or studies 
pursuant to Federal reclamation law. 

[Sec. 203. None of tlie funds appropriated or otherwise made available by 
this or any other Act may be used to pay the salaries and expenses of 
personnel to purchase or lease water in the Middle Rio Grande or the 
Carlsbad Projects in New Mexico unless said purchase or lease is in 
compliance with the purchase requirements of section 202 of Public Law 
106-60.] 

[Sec. 204. Funds under this title for Drought Emergency Assistance shall be 
made available primarily for leasing of water for specified drought related 
purposes from willing lessors, in compliance with existing State laws and 
administered under State water priority allocation.] 

[Sec. 205. Section 9 of the Fort Peck Reservation Rural "Water System Act of 
2000 (Public Law 106-382; 114 Stat. 1457) is amended by striking 'over a 
period of 10 fiscal years' each place it appears in subsections (a)(1) and (b) 
and inseiiing 'through fiscal year 2015'.] 

[Sec. 206. Section 208(a) of the Energy and Water Development 
Appropriations Act, 2006 (Public Law 109-103; 119 Stat. 2268), is amended- 

(1) in paragraph (1)— 

(A) by redesignating clauses (i) through (iv) of subparagraph 

(B) as subclauses (I) through (IV), respectively, and 
indenting the subclauses appropriately; 

(B) by redesignating subparagraphs (A) and (B) as clauses (i) 
and (ii), respectively, and indenting the clauses 
appropriately; 

(C) by striking '(a)(1) Using' and inserting the following: 

'(a) Action by Secretary- 

(1) PROVISION OF FUNDS- 

(A) IN GENERAL- Using'; 
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(D) in subparagraph (A) (as so redesignated)-- 

(i) in the matter preceding clause (i) (as so 
redesignated), by inserting 'or the National Fish and 
Wildlife Foundation' after 'University of Nevada’; 

(ii) in clause (ii)(IV) (as so redesignated), by striking 
the period at the end and inserting '; and'; and 

(iii) by adding at the end the following: 

'(iii) to design and implement conservation and 
stewardship measures to address impacts from 
activities carried out— 

'(I) under clause (i); and 

'(11) in conjunction with willing landowners.'; 

and 

(E) by adding at the end the following: 

(B) NATIONAL FISH AND WILDLIFE FOUND ATION- 

(i) DATE OF PROVISION- The Secretary shall 
provide funds to the National Fish and Wildlife 
Foundation pursuant to subparagraph (A) in an 
advance payment of the available amount— 

'(I) on the date of enactment of the Energy 
and Water Development and Related 
Agencies Appropriations Act, 2010; or 
'(11) as soon as practicable after that date of 
enactment. 

(ii) REQUIREMENTS- 

‘(I) IN GENERAL- Except as provided in 
subclause (II), the funds provided under 
clause (i) shall be subject to the National Fish 
and Wildlife Foundation Establishment Act 
(16 U.S.C. 3701 et seq.), in accordance with 
section 10(b)(1) of that Act (16 U.S.C. 
3709(b)(1)). 

'(II) EXCEPTIONS- Sections 4(e) and 
10(b)(2) of the National Fish and Wildlife 
Foundation Establishment Act (16 U.S.C. 
3703(e), 3709(b)(2)), and the provision of 
subsection (c)(2) of section 4 of that Act (16 
U.S.C. 3703) relating to subsection (e) of that 
section, shall not apply to the funds provided 
under clause (i).'; and 

(2) in paragraph (2)— 

(A) in the matter preceding subparagraph (A), by striking 
'paragraph (1)(A)' and all that follows through 'beneficial to- 
-' and inserting 'paragraph (l)(A)(i), the University of 
Nevada or the National Fish and Wildlife Foundation shall 
make acquisitions that the University or the Foundation 
determines to be the most beneficial to—’; and 

(B) in subparagraph (A), by striking 'paragraph (1)(B)’ and 
inserting 'paragraph (l)(A)(ii)’.) 
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[Sec. 207. Section 2507(b) of the Farm Security and Rural Investment Act of 
2002 (43 U.S.C. 2211 note; Public Law 107-171) is amended- 

(1) in paragraph (1), by striking 'or' at the end; 

(2) in paragraph (2), by striking the period at the end and inserting 
'; and'; and 

(3) by adding at the end the following: 

'(3) for efforts consistent with researching, supporting, and 
conserving fish, wildlife, plant, and habitat resources in the Walker 
River Basin.'.] 

[Sec. 208. (a) Of the amounts made available under section 2507 of the Farm 
Security and Rural Investment Act of 2002 (43 U.S.C. 2211 note; Public Law 
107-171), the Secretary of the Interior, acting through the Commissioner of 
Reclamation, shali— 

(1) provide, subject to subsection (b), $66,200,000 to establish the 
Waiker Basin Restoration Program for the primary purpose of 
restoring and maintaining Walker Lake, a natural desert terminal 
lake in the State of Nevada, consistent with protection of the 
ecological health of the Walker River and the riparian and 
watershed resources of the West, East, and Main Walker Rivers; 
and 

(2) allocate— 

(A) acting through a nonprofit conservation organization 
that is acting in consultation with the Truckee Meadows 
Water Authority, $2,000,000, to remain available until 
expended, for— 

(i) the acquisition of land surrounding Independence 
Lake; and 

(ii) protection of the native fishery and water quality 
of Independence Lake, as determined by the 
nonprofit conservation organization; 

(B) $5,000,000 to provide grants of equal amounts to the 
State of Nevada, the State of California, the Truckee 
Meadows Water Authority, the Pyramid Lake Paiute Tribe, 
and the Federal Watermaster of the Truckee River to 
implement the Truckee-Carson-Pyramid Lake Water Rights 
Settlement Act (Public Law 101-618; 104 Stat. 3294); 

(C) $1,500,000, to be divided equally by the city of Fernley, 
Nevada, and the Pyramid Lake Paiute Tribe, for joint 
planning and development activities for water, wastewater, 
and sewer facilities; 

(D) $1,000,000 to the United States Geological Survey to 
design and implement, in consultation and cooperation with 
other Federal departments and agencies. State and tribal 
governments, and other water management and conservation 
organizations, a water monitoring program for the Walker 
River Basin; and 

(E) $45,000,000 to implement the 1996 Truckee River Water 
Quality Settlement Agreement by acquiring water rights for 
the benefit of the Truckee River and Pyramid Lake. 

(b)(1) The amount made available under subsection (a)(1) shall be~ 
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(A) used, consistent with the primary purpose set forth in subsection 
(a)(1), to support efforts to preserve Walker Lake while protecting 
agricultural, environmental, and habitat interests in the Walker 
River Basin; and 

(B) allocated as follows; 

(i) S2S,000,000 to the Walker River Irrigation District, acting 
in accordance with an agreement between that District and 
the National Fish and Wildlife Foundation— 

(I) to administer and manage a 3-year water leasing 
demonstration program in the Walker River Basin to 
increase Walker Lake inflows; and 

(II) for use in obtaining information regarding the 
establishment, budget, and scope of a longer-term 
leasing program. 

(ii) S2S,000,000 to advance the acquisition of water and 
related interests from willing sellers authorized by section 
208(a)(l)(A)(i) of the Energy and Water Development 
Appropriations Act, 2006 (Public Law 109-103; 119 Stat. 
2268). 

(iii) S1,000,000 for activities relating to the exercise of 
acquired option agreements and implementation of the water 
leasing demonstration program, including but not limited to 
the pursuit of change applications, approvals, and 
agreements pertaining to the exercise of water rights and 
leases acquired under the program. 

(iv) S10,000,000 for associated conservation and stewardship 
activities, including water conservation and management, 
watershed planning, land stewardship, habitat restoration, 
and the establishment of a local, nonprofit entity to hold and 
exercise water rights acquired by, and to achieve the 
purposes of, the Walker Basin Restoration Program. 

(v) $S,000,000 to the University of Nevada, Reno, and the 
Desert Research Institute— 

(I) for additional research to supplement the water 
rights research conducted under section 
208(a)(l)(A)(il) of the Energy and Water 
Development Appropriations Act, 2006 (Public Law 
109-103; 119 Stat. 2268); 

(II) to conduct an annual evaluation of the results of 
the activities carried out under clauses (i) and (ii); 
and 

(III) to support and provide information to the 
programs described in this subparagraph and related 
acquisition and stewardship initiatives to preserve 
Walker Lake and protect agricultural, 
environmental, and habitat interests in the Walker 
River Basin. 

(vi) $200,000 to support alternative crops and alternative 
agricultural cooperatives programs in Lyon and Mineral 
Counties, Nevada, that promote water conservation in the 
Walker River Basin. 
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(2)(A) The amount made available under subsection (a)(1) shall be provided 
to the National Fish and Wildlife Foundation— 

(i) in an advance payment of the entire amount— 

(I) on the date of enactment of this Act; or 
(IT) as soon as practicable after that date of 
enactment; and 

(ii) except as provided in subparagraph (B), subject to the 
National Fish and Wildlife Foundation Establishment Act 
(16 U.S.C. 3701 et seq.), in accordance with section 10(b)(1) 
of that Act (16 U.S.C. 3709(b)(1)). 

(B) Sections 4(e) and 10(b)(2) of the National Fish and Wildlife 
Foundation Establishment Act (16 U.S.C. 3703(e), 3709(b)(2)), and 
the provision of subsection (c)(2) of section 4 of that Act (16 U.S.C. 
3703) relating to subsection (e) of that section, shall not apply to the 
amount made available under subsection (a)(1).] 

[Sec. 209. Notwithstanding the provisions of section 11(c) of Public Law 89- 
108, as amended by section 9 of Public Law 99-294, the Commissioner is 
directed to modify the April 9, 2002, Grant Agreement Between Bureau of 
Reclamation and North Dakota Natural Resources Trust to provide funding 
for the Trust to continue its investment program/Agreement No. 
02FG601633 to authorize the North Dakota Natural Resources Trust Board 
of Directors to expend all or any portion of the funding allocation received 
pursuant to section 11(a)(2)(B) of the Dakota Water Resources Act of 2000 
for the purpose of operations of the Natural Resource Trust whether such 
amounts are principal or received as investment income: Provided, That 
operational expenses that may be funded from the principal allocation shall 
not exceed 105 percent of the previous fiscal year's operating costs: Provided 
further. That the Commissioner of Reclamation is authorized to include in 
such modified agreement with the Trust authorized under this section 
appropriate provisions regarding the repayment of any funds that constitute 
principal from the Trust Funds. 

Sec. 210. Title I of Public Law 108-361 is amended by striking '2010' 
wherever it appears and inserting '2014' in lieu thereof. 

Sec. 211. (a) Section 3405(a)(l)(M) of Public Law 102-575 (106 Stat. 4709) is 
amended by striking 'countries' and inserting 'counties'. 

(b) A transfer of water between a Friant Division contractor and a south-of- 
Delta CVP agricultural water service contractor, approved during a two- 
year period beginning on the date of enactment of this Act shali, be deemed 
to meet the conditions set forth in subparagraphs (A) and (I) of section 
3405(a)(1) of Public Law 102-575 (106 Stat. 4709) if the transfer under this 
clause— 

(1) does not interfere with the San Joaquin River Restoration 
Settlement Act (part 1 of subtitle A of title X of Public Law 111-11; 
123 Stat. 1349) (including the priorities described in section 
10004(a)(4)(B) of that Act relating to implementation of paragraph 
16 of the Settlement), and the Settlement (as defined in section 10003 
of that Act); and 

(2) is completed by September 30, 2012. 

(c) As soon as practicable after the date of enactment of this Act, the 
Secretary of the Interior, acting through the Director of the United States 
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Fish and Wildlife Sei-vice, shall revise, finalize, and implement the 
applicable draft recovery plan for the Giant Garter Snake (Thamnophis 
gigas).] 
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Appropriations Language for FY 2011 

The Department of the Interior 
Bureau of Reclamation 

EXPLANATION OF CHANGES IN APPROPRIATIONS LANGUAGE 
FISCAL YEAR 2011 

WATER AND RELATED RESOURCES 


Delete the following provisos: 

[of which not more than S500,000 is] 

The above provision is being deleted to remove the five hundred thousand dollar 
threshold for funds transferred to high priority projects carried out by the Youth 
Conservation Corps. 

Delete the following provisos: 

[That $3,500,000 of the funds appropriated under this heading shall be 
deposited in the San Gabriel Basin Restoration Fund established by section 
110 of title I of appendix D of Public Law 106-554: Provided further. That 
$5,000,000 of the funds appropriated under this heading shall be available 
for the 'Power Program Services’ to implement the Bureau of Reclamation's 
hydropower facilities installations identified under section 1834 of the 
Energy Policy Act of 2005: Provided further. That the funds provided herein 
for the St Mary Storage Unit facilities, Milk River Project, Montana, shall 
be used on a nonreimbursible basis: Provided further. That funds available 
for expenditure for the Departmental Irrigation Drainage Program may be 
expended by the Bureau of Reclamation for site remediation on a 
nonreimbursable basis.] 

The above provisions are being deleted because no funds are requested in Fiscal Year 
2011. 


Add the following provisos: 

That of the amounts provided herein, fimds may be used for hieh priority projects 
which shall be carried out by the Youth Conservation Corps, as authorized bv 16 
U.S.C. 1706. 

The above provision is being added to clarify the intent for appropriated funds. 
Delete the following provisos: 
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[Sec. 201. (a) None of the funds provided in title II of this Act for Water and 
Related Resources, or provided by previous appropriations Acts to the 
agencies or entities funded in title II of this Act for Water and Related 
Resources that remain available for obligation or expenditure in fiscal year 
2010, shall be available for obligation or expenditure through a 
reprogramming of funds that— 

(1) initiates or creates a new program, project, or activity; 

(2) eliminates a program, project, or activity; 

(3) increases funds for any program, project, or activity for which 
funds have been denied or restricted by this Act, unless prior 
approval is received from the Committees on Appropriations of the 
House of Representatives and the Senate; 

(4) restarts or resumes any program, project or activity for which 
funds are not provided in this Act, unless prior approval is received 
from the Committees on Appropriations of the House of 
Representatives and the Senate; 

(5) transfers funds in excess of the following limits, unless prior 
approval is received from the Committees on Appropriations of the 
House of Representatives and the Senate: 

(A) 15 percent for any program, project or activity for which 
$2,000,000 or more is available at the beginning of the fiscal 
year; or 

(B) $300,000 for any program, project or activity for which 
less than $2,000,000 is available at the beginning of the fiscal 
year; 

(6) transfers more than $500,000 from either the Facilities 
Operation, Maintenance, and Rehabilitation category or the 
Resources Management and Development category to any program, 
project, or activity in the other category, unless prior approval is 
received from the Committees on Appropriations of the House of 
Representatives and the Senate; or 

(7) transfers, where necessary to discharge legal obligations of the 
Bureau of Reclamation, more than $5,000,000 to provide adequate 
funds for settled contractor claims, increased contractor earnings 
due to accelerated rates of operations, and real estate deficiency 
judgments, unless prior approval is received from the Committees 
on Appropriations of the House of Representatives and the Senate. 

(b) Subsection (a)(5) shall not apply to any transfer of funds within the 
Facilities Operation, Maintenance, and Rehabilitation category. 

(c) For purposes of this section, the term 'transfer' means any movement of 
funds into or out of a program, project, or activity. 

(d) The Bureau of Reclamation shall submit reports on a quarterly basis to 
the Committees on Appropriations of the House of Representatives and the 
Senate detailing all the funds reprogrammed between programs, projects, 
activities, or categories of funding. The first quarterly report shall be 
submitted not later than 60 days after the date of enactment of this Act.] 

The above provision is being deleted because Reclamation plans to comply with the 
Congressional direction. 
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Sec, (2021201- (a) None of the funds appropriated or otherwise made available by 
this Act may be used to determine the final point of discharge for the interceptor 
drain for the San Luis Unit until development by the Secretaiy of the Interior and 
the State of California of a plan, which shall conform to the water quality 
standards of the State of California as approved by the Administrator of the 
Environmental Protection Agency, to minimize any detrimental effect of the San 
Luis drainage waters. 

(b) The costs of the Kesterson Reservoir Cleanup Program and the costs of the 
San Joaquin Valley Drainage Program shall be classified by the Secretaiy of the 
Interior as reimbursable or nonreimbursable and collected until fully repaid 
pursuant to the 'Cleanup Program-Alternative Repayment Plan' and the 'SJVDP- 
Alternative Repayment Plan' described in the report entitled 'Repayment Report, 
Kesterson Reservoir Cleanup Program and San Joaquin Valley Drainage 
Program, February 1995', prepared by the Department of the Interior, Bureau of 
Reclamation. Any future obligations of funds by the United States relating to, or 
providing for, drainage service or drainage studies for the San Luis Unit shall be 
fully reimbursable by San Luis Unit beneficiaries of such service or studies 
pursuant to Federal reclamation law. 

Delete the following provisos: 

[Sec. 203. None of the funds appropriated or otherwise made available by 
this or any other Act may be used to pay the salaries and expenses of 
personnel to purchase or lease water in the Middle Rio Grande or the 
Carlsbad Projects in New Mexico unless said purchase or lease is in 
compliance with the purchase requirements of section 202 of Public Law 
106-60.1 

The above provision is being deleted because the language had applicability to one year. 
Delete the following provisos: 

[Sec. 204. Funds under this title for Drought Emergency Assistance shall be 
made available primarily for leasing of water for specified drought related 
purposes from willing lessors, in compliance with existing State laws and 
administered under State water priority allocation.] 

The above provision is being deleted because the language had applicability to one year. 

Delete the following provisos: 

(Sec. 205. Section 9 of the Fort Peck Reservation Rural Water System Act of 
2000 (Public Law 106-382; 114 Stat. 1457) is amended by striking 'over a 
period of 10 fiscal years' each place it appears in subsections (a)(1) and (b) 
and inserting 'through fiscal year 2015'.] 

The above provision is being deleted because the language is a permanent change to the 
authorization. 

Delete the following provisos: 
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[Sec. 206. Section 208(a) of the Energy and Water Development 
Appropriations Act, 2006 (Public Law 109-103; 119 Stat. 2268), is amended- 

(1) in paragraph (1)— 

(A) by redesignating clauses (i) through (iv) of subparagraph 

(B) as subclauses (I) through (IV), respectively, and 
indenting the subclauses appropriately; 

(B) by redesignating subparagraphs (A) and (B) as clauses (i) 
and (ii), respectively, and indenting the clauses 
appropriately; 

(C) by striking '(3)(1) Using' and inserting the following; 

'(a) Action by Secretary- 

(1) PROVISION OF FUNDS- 

(A) IN GENERAL- Using’; 

(D) in subparagraph (A) (as so redesignated)— 

(i) in the matter preceding clause (i) (as so 
redesignated), by inserting 'or the National Fish and 
Wildlife Foundation' after 'University of Nevada'; 

(ii) in clause (ii)(IV) (as so redesignated), by striking 
the period at the end and inserting '; and'; and 

(iii) by adding at the end the following: 

(iii) to design and implement conservation and 
stewardship measures to address impacts from 
activities carried out— 

'(1) under clause (i); and 

'(II) in conjunction with willing landowners.'; 

and 

(E) by adding at the end the following: 

(B) NATIONAL FISH AND WILDLIFE FOUND ATION- 

(i) DATE OF PROVISION- The Secretary shall 
provide funds to the National Fish and Wildlife 
Foundation pursuant to subparagraph (A) in an 
advance payment of the available amount- 
’ll) on the date of enactment of the Energy 
and Water Development and Related 
Agencies Appropriations Act, 2010; or 
'(II) as soon as practicable after that date of 
enactment. 

(ii) REQUIREMENTS- 

'(I) IN GENERAL- Except as provided in 
subclause (II), the funds provided under 
clause (i) shall be subject to the National Fish 
and Wildlife Foundation Establishment Act 
(16 U.S.C. 3701 et seq.), in accordance with 
section 10(b)(1) of that Act (16 U.S.C. 
3709(b)(1)). 

'(II) EXCEPTIONS- Sections 4(e) and 
10(b)(2) of the National Fish and Wildlife 
Foundation Establishment Act (16 U.S.C. 
3703(e), 3709(b)(2)), and the provision of 
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subsection (c)(2) of section 4 of that Act (16 
U.S.C. 3703) relating to subsection (e) of that 
section, shall not apply to the funds provided 
under clause (i).'; and 

(2) in paragraph (2)— 

(A) in the matter preceding subparagraph (A), by striking 
'paragraph (1)(A)' and all that follows through 'beneficial to- 

and inserting 'paragraph (l)(A)(i), the University of 
Nevada or the National Fish and Wildlife Foundation shall 
make acquisitions that the University or the Foundation 
determines to be the most beneficial to--'; and 

(B) in subparagraph (A), by striking 'paragraph (1)(B)' and 
inserting 'paragraph (l)(A)(ii)'.] 

The above provision is being deleted because the language had applicability to one year. 


Delete the following provisos: 

[Sec. 207. Section 2507(b) of the Farm Security and Rural Investment Act of 
2002 (43 U.S.C. 2211 note; Public Law 107-171) is amended— 

(1) in paragraph (1), by striking 'or' at the end; 

(2) in paragraph (2), by striking the period at the end and inserting 
'; and'; and 

(3) by adding at the end the following; 

'(3) for efforts consistent with researching, supporting, and 
conserving fish, wildlife, plant, and habitat resources in the Walker 
River Basin.'.] 

The above provision is being deleted because the language had applicability to one year. 
Delete the following provisos: 

[Sec. 208. (a) Of the amounts made available under section 2507 of the Farm 
Security and Rural Investment Act of 2002 (43 U.S.C. 2211 note; Public Law 
107-171), the Secretary of the Interior, acting through the Commissioner of 
Reclamation, shall— 

(1) provide, subject to subsection (b), $66,200,000 to establish the 
Walker Basin Restoration Program for the primary purpose of 
restoring and maintaining Walker Lake, a natural desert terminal 
lake in the State of Nevada, consistent with protection of the 
ecological health of the Walker River and the riparian and 
watershed resources of the West, East, and Main Walker Rivers; 
and 

(2) allocate- 

(A) acting through a nonprofit conseiwation organization 
that is acting in consultation with the Truckee Meadows 
Water Authority, $2,000,000, to remain available until 
expended, for— 

(i) the acquisition of land surrounding Independence 
Lake; and 
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(ii) protection of the native fishery and water quality 
of Independence Lake, as determined by the 
nonprofit conservation organization; 

(B) $5,000,000 to provide grants of equal amounts to the . 
State of Nevada, the State of California, the Truckee 
Meadows Water Authority, the Pyramid Lake Paiute Tribe, 
and the Federal Watermaster of the Truckee River to 
implement the Truckee-Carson-Pyramid Lake Water Rights 
Settlement Act (Public Law 101-618; 104 Stat. 3294); 

(C) $1,500,000, to be divided equally by the city of Fernley, 
Nevada, and the Pyramid Lake Paiute Tribe, for joint 
planning and development activities for water, wastewater, 
and sew'er facilities; 

(D) $1,000,000 to the United States Geological Survey to 
design and implement, in consultation and cooperation with 
other Federal departments and agencies, State and tribal 
governments, and other water management and conservation 
organizations, a water monitoring program for the Walker 
River Basin; and 

(E) $45,000,000 to implement the 1996 Truckee River Water 
Quality Settlement Agreement by acquiring water rights for 
the benefit of the Truckee River and Pyramid Lake. 

(b)(1) The amount made available under subsection (a)(1) shall be— 

(A) used, consistent with the primary purpose set forth in subsection 
(a)(1), to support efforts to preserve Walker Lake while protecting 
agricultural, environmental, and habitat interests in the Walker 
River Basin; and 

(B) allocated as follows: 

(i) $25,000,000 to the Walker River Irrigation District, acting 
in accordance with an agreement between that District and 
the National Fish and Wildlife Foundation— 

(I) to administer and manage a 3-ycar water leasing 
demonstration program in the Walker River Basin to 
increase Walker Lake inflows; and 

(II) for use in obtaining information regarding the 
establishment, budget, and scope of a longer-term 
leasing program. 

(ii) $25,000,000 to advance the acquisition of water and 
related interests from willing sellers authorized by section 
208(a)(l)(A)(i) of the Enei^y and Water Development 
Appropriations Act, 2006 (Public Law 109-103; 119 Stat. 
2268). 

(iii) $1,000,000 for activities relating to the exercise of 
acquired option agreements and implementation of the water 
leasing demonstration program, including but not limited to 
the pursuit of change applications, approvals, and 
agreements, pertaining to the exercise of water rights and 
leases acquired under the program. 

(iv) $10,000,000 for associated conservation and stewardship 
activities, including water conservation and management, 
watershed planning, land stewardship, habitat restoration, 
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and the establishment of a local, nonprofit entity to hold and 
exercise water rights acquired by, and to aehicve the 
purposes of, the Walker Basin Restoration Program. 

(v) $5,000,000 to the University of Nevada, Reno, and the . 
Desert Research Institute— 

(I) for additional research to supplement the water 
rights research conducted under section 
208(a)(l)(A)(ii) of the Energy and Water 
Development Appropriations Act, 2006 (Public Law 
109-103; 119Stat. 2268); 

(II) to conduct an annual evaluation of the results of 
the activities carried out under clauses (i) and (ii); 
and 

(III) to support and provide information to the 
programs described in this subparagraph and related 
acquisition and stewardship initiatives to preserve 
Walker Lake and protect agricultural, 
environmental, and habitat interests in the Walker 
River Basin. 

(vi) $200,000 to support alternative crops and alternative 
agricultural cooperatives programs in Lyon and Mineral 
Counties, Nevada, that promote water conservation in the 
Walker River Basin. 

(2)(A) The amount made available under subsection (a)(1) shall be provided 
to the National Fish and Wildlife Foundation— 

(i) in an advance payment of the entire amount— 

(I) on the date of enactment of this Act; or 

(II) as soon as practicable after that date of 
enactment; and 

(ii) except as provided in subparagraph (B), subject to the 
National Fish and Wildlife Foundation Establishment Act 
(16 U.S.C. 3701 et seq.), in accordance with section 10(b)(1) 
of that Act (16 U.S.C. 3709(b)(1)). 

(B) Sections 4(e) and 10(b)(2) of the National Fish and Wildlife 
Foundation Establishment Act (16 U.S.C. 3703(e), 3709(b)(2)), and 
the provision of subsection (c)(2) of section 4 of that Act (16 U.S.C. 
3703) relating to subsection (e) of that section, shall not apply to the 


amount made available under subsection (a)(l).i 


The above provision is being deleted because the language had applicability to one year. 


Delete the following provisos: 


[Sec. 209. Notwithstanding the provisions of section 11(c) of Public Law 89- 
108, as amended by section 9 of Public Law 99-294, the Commissioner is 
directed to modify the April 9, 2002, Grant Agreement Between Bureau of 
Reclamation and North Dakota Natural Resources Trust to provide funding 
for the Trust to continue its investment program/Agreement No. 
02FG601633 to authorize the North Dakota Natural Resources Trust Board 
of Directors to expend all or any portion of the funding allocation received 
pursuant to section 11(a)(2)(B) of the Dakota Water Resources Act of 2000 
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for the purpose of operations of the Natural Resource Trust whether such 
amounts are principal or received as investment income; Provided, That 
operational expenses that may be funded from the principal allocation shall 
not exceed 105 percent of the previous fiscal year's operating costs: Provided 
further. That the Commissioner of Reclamation is authorized to include in 
such modified agreement with the Trust authorized under this section 
appropriate provisions regarding the repayment of any funds that constitute 
principal from the Trust Funds.) 

The above provision is being deleted because the language had applicability to one year. 
Delete the following provisos: 

[Sec. 210. Title I of Public Law 108-361 is amended by striking '2010' 
wherever it appears and inserting '2014' in lieu thereof.] 

The above provision is being deleted because the language is a permanent change to the 
authorization. 

Delete the following provisos: 

[Sec. 211. (a) Section 340S(a)(l)(M) of Public Law 102-575 (106 Stat. 4709) is 
amended by striking 'countries' and inserting 'counties'. 

(b) A transfer of water between a Friant Division contractor and a south-of- 
Delta CVP agricultural water service contractor, approved during a two- 
year period beginning on the date of enactment of this Act shall, be deemed 
to meet the conditions set forth in subparagraphs (A) and (I) of section 
3405(a)(1) of Public Law 102-575 (106 Stat. 4709) if the transfer under this 
clause- 

(1) does not interfere with the San Joaquin River Restoration 
Settlement Act (part I of subtitle A of title X of Public Law 111-11; 
123 Stat. 1349) (including the priorities described in section 
10004(a)(4)(B) of that Act relating to implementation of paragraph 
16 of the Settlement), and the Settlement (as defined in section 10003 
of that Act); and 

(2) is completed by September 30, 2012. 

(c) As soon as practicable after the date of enactment of this Act, the 
Secretary of the Interior, acting through the Director of the United States 
Fish and Wildlife Service, shall revise, finalize, and implement the 
applicable draft recovery plan for the Giant Garter Snake (Thamnophis 
gigas).] 

The above provision is being deleted because the language had applicability to one year. 
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$86 1,838; Maricopa County for recreation, $12,540,91 1; in-kind services contributed for recreation associated with the Central Arizona Project 
aqueduct and Tucson Terminal Storage Reservoir, $13,473,000; Plan 6 entities $229,845,000 (contributed by Central Arizona Water Conservation 
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Non-Federal Share: Includes $8,374,000 for State of California, Department of Parks and Recreation (50 percent of current estimate of cost of planned 
Auburn Lake recreation facilities). 
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water service to the planned West Sacramento Canal Unit service area, as authorized under Section 1 of the Act of August 19, 1967 (P.L. 90-65). 
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Non-reimbursable ($305,177,000): Includes $282,000 for recreation, $286,25 1,000 for fish and wildlife, $17,379,000 for flood control, $1,25 1,000 
for navigation, and $14,000 for preservation of historical and archaeological data under the Act of June 27, I960 (P.L, 86-23). 
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standards required for project construction (P.L. 87-874). 



Non-reitnbursable ($453,790,000): Includes $407,688,000 Mexican Treaty Measures, $ 164,000 for non-reimbursable preauthorization investigation 
costs, and $45,938,000 for non-reimbursable irrigation costs. A repayment contract with Coachella Valley Water District for $45,938,000 was executed 
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Non-Federal Share (S123,29l,819): Includes S3 1,96 1,8 19 from the Water Replenishment District of Southern California; and $91,330,000 from the 
City of Long Beach. 
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Natural Resource Trust ($37,000,000); highway improvement ($4,650,000); cultural resources ($5, 1 70,000); de-authorized facilities ($98,0 1 3,000); 
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OM&R of completed facilities ($136,908,034); and Wildlife Trust ($25,000,000), as directed by the Dakota Water Resources Act of 2000. 
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US DOI Bureau of Reclamation 

Summary of Information Technology Investments (dollars in millions) 
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US DOl Bureau of Reclamation 

Summary of Enformation Technology Investments (dollars in millinns) 
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Summary of Information Tecbnology Investments (dollars in millions) 
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STATUS OF NEPA COMPLIANCE 
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STATUS OF NEPA COMPLIANCE 
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STATUS OF NEPA COMPLIANCE 
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STATUS OF NEPA COMPLIANCE 
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STATUS OF WATER SERVICE .ND REPAYMENT CONTRACTS 
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STATUS OF WATER SERVICE AND REPAYMENT CONTRACTS 
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STATUS OF WATER SERVICE AND REPAYMENT CONTRACTS 
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STATUS OF WATER SERVICE AND REPAYMENT CONTRACTS 
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Summary of Irrigation CVP Investment 
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NOTICE: These budget 
justifications are prepared 
for the Energy and Water 
Development Appropriations 
Subcommittees, Approval for 
release of the justifications 
prior to their printing in 
the public record of the 
Subcommittee hearings 
may be obtained through 
the Office of Budget of the 
Department of the Interior. 
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CENTRAL UTAH PROJECT COMPLETION ACT 


General Statement 


The Central Utah Project (CUP) was originally authorized in 1 956 as a participating project of 
the Colorado River Storage Project. The CUP was planned by the Bureau of Reclamation 
(Reclamation), and construction began on the project in 1966. For convenience, the CUP was 
originally divided into six units. The Bonneville Unit was the largest and last of the CUP units 
to be established. Reclamation continued the planning and construction of the CUP until 
October 30, 1992, when the Central Utah Project Completion Act (CUPCA), Public Law 1 02- 
575, was enacted. 

The Act provides for the orderly completion of the CUP by increasing the appropriations ceiling 
and authorizing features and measures for the delivery of water for municipal, industrial, and 
irrigation purposes; water conservation; wildlife mitigation; and in-stream flows. The Act also 
provides for cost-sharing of project costs, establishes a water conservation program, allows local 
entities to construct project features, and requires compliance with environmental laws. 

The Act established a partnership arrangement among the Department of the Interior (Interior), 
the Central Utah Water Conservancy District (CUWCD), the Utah Reclamation Mitigation and 
Conservation Commission (Mitigation Commission), and the Ute Indian Tribe. The CUWCD 
was given the responsibility for completion of the water conveyance facilities, and the Mitigation 
Commission was tasked with completing the environmental mitigation. To implement CUPCA, 
the Department established a small office in Provo, Utah, (CUPCA Office) under the direction of 
the Assistant Secretary - Water and Science, to oversee the completion of the project and the 
activities of the CUWCD, the Mitigation Commission, and the Ute Indian Tribe. 

The 2011 budget request that follows was developed based upon project status to date, the 
intended completion date of the project in 2021, and evaluation and program performance 
accomplishments. Detailed performance information for 201 1, 2010, and 2009 also is included. 

Management Efficiencies; — The request includes reductions that are proposed Interior-wide 
based on SAVE Award nominations reflecting anticipated efficiency savings of $1,000 from 
information technology and $36,000 from strategic sourcing. 

Central Utah Project Completion Account 


The 201 1 request is $43,004,000, which is $1,000,000 more than the 2010 enacted budget. Of 
this request, $40,504,000 will be expended from this account and $2,500,000 will be transferred 
to the Utah Reclamation Mitigation and Conservation Account for use by the Mitigation 
Commission. 

The 201 1 request includes $37,640,000 for use by the CUWCD to continue construction of the 
Utah Lake System facilities; to implement groundwater recharge projects; and to implement 
approved water conservation and water management improvement projects. 
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The Utah Lake System construction began in the summer of 2007. There are four major 
pipelines to be constructed. 

The majority of construction for the Uinta Basin Replacement Project was completed in 2008, 
with minor construction continuing through 2011. The groundwater recharge program provides 
funding for projects that use groundwater and surface water together. The appropriation in 201 1 
will allow implementation of new projects. 

Under the Act’s Water Management Improvement Program the CUWCD is required to set and 
meet annual water conservation goals to avoid financial penalties. Goals are met through the 
implementation of water conservation projects funded under the Water Management 
Improvement Program. A portion of water saved through the program is provided for stream 
flows to aid the endangered June sucker fish. The appropriation in 201 1 will continue to fund 
water conservation projects. 

The request also includes $1,694,000 for use by the Department to carry out the responsibilities 
of the Secretary and for other activities required by the Act. 

Utah Reclamation Mitigation and ConservatioD Account 


The $2,500,000 requested for transfer to the Mitigation Commission will be used in 
implementing the fish, wildlife, and recreation mitigation and conservation projects authorized in 
Title III ($2,229,000); and in completing mitigation measures committed to in pre-1992 Bureau 
of Reclamation planning documents ($271,000). Title III activities in 201 1 include acquisition 
of habitat, access, wetlands, water rights in key watersheds, and recreation and fish hatchery 
improvements. In 20 1 1 , the total funds deposited in or transferred to this account are estimated 
to be $149,233,918, including the $2,500,000 requested for use by the Mitigation Commission 
above. 

In addition, the Act also establishes Title IV to ensure future management and maintenance of 
Mitigation Commission projects. CUPCA provides $5,000,000 per year (indexed for inflation), 
to be appropriated through the Western Area Power Administration (Western), for use under 
Title IV of CUPCA. Section 214 of P.L.108-137 amended the Act to provide that the annual 
contributions from Western shall expire in 2013 and also authorized the Mitigation Commission 
to utilize the interest earned and accrued to this account in 2014. The remaining Western 
contributions during the period from 201 1 to 2013 are essential for the successful 
implementation of the authorized mitigation and conservation measures. In 2011, it is estimated 
that $7,627,000 will be contributed from Western. The accumulated principal in the Title IV 
account, which is not available for program use, is estimated to total $1 12,000,000 at the end of 
2011. The estimated interest at the end of 201 1 would be $123,000,000. 
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Summary by Account 
FY 2009 - FY 2011 Budget Authority 
(thousands of dollars) 



FY2009 

Enacted 

FY2009 

ARRA 

FY 2010 
Enacted 

FV2011 

Justification 

Reauest 










Current Authoritv 





Centra! Utah Project Completion Account 

$41,013 

41,270 

$40,504 

$40,504 

Utah Reclamation Mitigation and 
Conservation Account 

987 

8,730 

1,500 

2,500 

Total current authority 

42,000 

50,000 

42,004 

43,004 






Permanent Authoritv 





Utah Reclamation Mitigation and 
Conservation Account 

0 


0 

0 






Total Completion Act‘ 

$42,000 

50,000 

$42,004 

$43,004 


Notes: * In FY 2009, the Mitigation Commission used the contribution of $7.3 million from the Western Area Power 
Administration for administrative expenses ($1.3 million) and for other program purposes ($6.0 million). The 
Mitigation Commission will also allocate the Western contribution between these accounts in FY 2010 and FY201 1, 
but because the Mitigation Commission does not determine that allocation until the middle of the fiscal year, the 
budget request does not include an estimate for the allocation between accounts. 
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CENTRAL UTAH PROJECT COMPLETION ACCOUNT 

Location: This project is located in Utah’s Bonneville and Uinta Basins, in 

Uintah, Duchesne, Wasatch, Summit, Utah, Salt Lake, and Juab 
Counties. 

Description: The Central Utah Project Completion Act provides for completion 

of the Central Utah Project by the Central Utah Water 
Conservancy District. This includes construction of a system to 
deliver water to the Utah Lake drainage basin and the Uinta Basin 
Replacement Project. In addition, the Act authorizes funding for 
programs to improve water management and conservation and for 
fish, wildlife, and recreation mitigation and conservation; and 
establishes the Utah Reclamation Mitigation and Conservation 
Commission to coordinate the implementation of mitigation and 
conservation activities. 

Authorization and Titles II - VI of P.L. 102-575, October 30, 1992. 

Related Authorizations: P.L. 84-485, April II, 1956; P.L. 90-537, September 30, 1968; 

P.L. 92-370, August 10, 1972; P.L. 94-423, September 28, 1976; 
P.L. 96-470, October 19, 1980; P.L. 100-563, October 31, 1988; 
P.L. 104-286, October 1 1, 1996; P.L. 106-140, December 7, 1999; 
P.L. 107-366, December 19, 2002; Section 214 ofP.L. 108-137, 
December 1, 2003; Section 507 of P.L. 1 10-229, May 8, 2008; and 
Section 201(d) of P.L. 111-5, February 17, 2009. 

Land Certification; All land certifications for the authorized projects are complete. 

Completion Data: As of September 2009, work authorized by the Completion Act is 

69 percent complete, and the project is estimated to be completed 
by 2021. The major projects presently under construction are; 

• The Section 207 Water Conservation Measures that are 
scheduled for completion by 2016; 

• The majority of construction for the Uinta Basin Replacement 
Project was completed during 2008, with minor construction 
continuing through 2011; and 

• The Utah Lake Basin Water Delivery System that is scheduled 
for completion in 202 1 . 

Project Cost Allocation/ Project cost allocations and benefit/cost ratios have been 
Benefit-Cost Ratios: calculated and are documented in the 2004 Final Supplement to the 

1988 Definite Plan Report for the Bonneville Unit. 
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Status of Repayment Repayment of the reimbursable costs is required in existing 

Contract: contracts with CUWCD. Amendments, or supplemental contracts, 

will be negotiated as necessary. 


Other Information: Uinta Basin Replacement Project - Sec. 203(a) of the Central Utah 

Project Completion Act authorized funds for facilities to increase 
efficiency, enhance beneficial uses, and achieve greater water 
conservation in the Uinta Basin. After engineering and economic 
studies were conducted, the specific features identified in the 
legislation were reformulated to accomplish these objectives in a 
more feasible manner. Planning and NEPA documents for the 
reformulated project were completed in November 2001 and 
construction began on the reformulated project in 2002. 

Utah Lake System - Planning and NEPA documents were 
completed in 2004. Activities include designs, specifications, land 
acquisition, and construction of facilities to deliver project water, 
conserve water, and meet environmental needs along the populated 
Wasatch Front. Construction began in 2007. 

Appropriation Ceiling: Appropriation ceilings remaining as of October 2009 are: 


• Title II (Sec. 202 to 207) 

• Title 11 (Sec. 201(a)(1)), Sec. 8 

• Title 11 (Sec. 201(a)(1)), Sec. 5 

• Title 11 (Sec. 201 (c)) 

• Title III 

• P.L. 84485, P.L. 92-370, P.L. 100-563 


$368,148,777 
$ 17,139,764 
$ 0 
$ 0 
$ 74,023,900 
$ 0 


Total $459,312,441 


Note: In its response to an audit by the Office of Inspector General of the Construction Cost Ceiling for the 
Bonneville Unit, the Department agreed to inform the Congress that it intends to use the Bureau of Reclamation’s 
cost ceiling calculations as a basis for requesting appropriations to complete the Central Utah Project. It further 
agreed to keep the Congress informed of the status of those ceilings in its annual budget justifications. In addition, 
these remaining appropriation ceilings reflect the changes enacted in P.L. 107-366, December 19, 2002. 
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Proposed Fiscal Year 2011 Program 
Central Utah Water Conservancy District: 

Utah Lake Drainage Basin Delivery System Activities include designs, 
specifications, land acquisition, and construction of facilities to deliver CUP 
water to the Utah Lake drainage hasin. 

Water Conservation Measures Activities include administration and 
implementation of approved water conservation measures and the review of 
proposed future conservation measures. 

Other Title II Program Activities include implementation of ground water 
conjunctive use projects. 

Conservancy District Subtotal 

Utah Reclamation Mitigation and Conservation Commission: 

This request includes $2.5 million to he transferred to the Utah Reclamation 
Mitigation and Conservation Account for use hy the Mitigation Commission. 
These funds will be used to implement the fish, wildlife, and recreation 
mitigation and conservation projects authorized in Title III; and in completing 
mitigation measures committed to in pre-1992 Bureau of Reclamation planning 
documents. 

Title III - Fish, Wildlife, and Recreation Mitigation and Conservation 

The Completion Act established 43 mitigation and conservation projects within 

Title III, which have been organized into several watershed-based programs: 

• Provo River/Utah Lake Fish and Wildlife 

Activities include acquisition and development of the Utah Lake 
Wetland Preserve and the warm water fishery in Utah Lake; acquisition 
of water rights and rehabilitation of riparian habitat along the lower 
Provo River; and enhancement of fishery and riparian habitat, wetlands, 
and public access along the middle Provo River. Activities along the 
Jordan River include rehabilitation of riparian habitat, protection of 
wetlands, and development of acquired lands and facilities. 

• Diamond Fork Fish and Wildlife 

Activities include acquisition and riparian habitat development for 
Diamond Fork and Sixth Water Creeks. 

• Duchesne/Strawberry Rivers Fish and Wildlife 

Activities include restoration of the fisheries in the Strawberry River 
drainage and in tributaries of Strawberry Reservoir; and rehabilitation of 
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wildlife and riparian habitat along the Duchesne River and the 
Strawberry Aqueduct and Collection System. 

• CRSP/Statewide Fish, Wildlife and Recreation 

Statewide activities include improving fish hatchery production; 
acquisition and development of wetlands adjacent to the Great Salt 
Lake; restoring habitat and acquisition of public access in small 
watersheds; restoring native cutthroat trout populations; acquisition of 
rangelands; and conducting inventories of sensitive plant and wildlife 
species and ecosystems. 

Section 201(a)(1) Mitigation Measures 

Mitigation measures include development of wetlands along the lower 
Duchesne River; stream and riparian restoration and recreation facilities 
along the Diamond Fork/Sixth Water Creek corridor; recovery actions 
for the endangered June sucker; and mitigation for big game impacts. 

Mitigation Commission Subtotal 

Department of the Interior; 

Fish and Wildlife Conservation Projects 

Sec. 3 13(c) provides that the cost of operating and maintaining new and 
improved hatchery facilities shall be borne by the Secretary ($691,000) and 
funds ($412,000) are required to pay the costs of delivering water acquired by 
the Secretary for in stream flows. Sec. 3 1 4(c) provides that three percent of 
funds allocated for Title 111 activities are to be used for mitigation and 
conservation projects outside the State of Utah ($67,000). 

Program Oversight & Administration 

Funds are requested for the Program Office located in Provo, Utah, to provide 
oversight, review, and liaison with the CUWCD, the Mitigation Commission, 
and the Ute Indian Tribe, and to otherwise assist in carrying out the 
responsibilities of the Secretary. 

Department Subtotal 

TOTAL REQUEST 
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CENTRAL UTAH PROJECT COMPLETION ACCOUNT 
PROPOSED 2011 APPROPRIATIONS LANGUAGE 

For carrying out activities authorized by the Central Utah Project Completion Act, 
[540,300,000] $43,004,000 to remain available until expended, of which [$1,500,000] 
$2,500,000 shall be deposited into the Utah Reclamation Mitigation and Conservation Account 
for use by the Utah Reclamation Mitigation and Conservation Commission, and of which 
$1,694,000, is to remain available until expended for necessary expenses incurred in carrying 
out related responsibilities of the Secretary of the Interior. 

[In addition, for necessary expenses incurred in carrying out related responsibilities 
of the Secretary of the Interior, $1,704,000, to remain available until expended.] For fiscal 
year [2010] 2011, of the amounts available to the Commission from the Department of the 
Interior and Department of Energy, the Commission may use an amount not to exceed 
$1,500,000 for administrative expenses. (Energy and Water Development and Related Agencies 
Appropriations Act, 2010.) 

Explanation of Language Change: 

Language has been rearranged to appear in the more traditional appropriations format, in which 
the total appropriation is listed first, and the various directions related to uses of portions of it 
follow. The previous language did not do this and required addition of the first (CUPCA 
amount) number to the last (amount incurred in carrying out responsibilities of the Secretary) 
number in order to know the total appropriation. 
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Proeram Assessment Ratine Tool (PART) - The CUPCA program was evaluated under PART 
during 2005 during development of the 2007 budget request. The program was rated as 
adequate, and the five performance measures shown in the above table, were established. The 
PART evaluation identified specific areas that needed improvements or corrections and, as a 
result, the following actions were initiated in 2006, and the status of each action is given below. 

• The Mitigation Commission and the Department amended their agreement to clarify and 
improve the Mitigation Commission’s accountability on its projects. 

• Beginning November 1, 2005, the Mitigation Commission provides monthly and 
quarterly reports to the CUPCA office. The Mitigation Commission and Department 
meet on a regular basis for the specific purpose of discussing program performance. 

• The Mitigation Commission met with their project partners and developed a plan to 
expedite the implementation of all their pending projects. 

• The Mitigation Commission amended their existing project contracts wherever possible 
to impose specific timelines and penalties. All future project contracts shall include 
specific timelines and penalties. 

• The Mitigation Commission amended their Mitigation Plan to reallocate funding from 
delayed projects to other authorized projects. 

• The Department’s budget requests for Section 8 funding authorized in Title II will be 
appropriated to the District and the Department. 

• The Department will facilitate meetings as needed among the Mitigation Commission, 
0MB, the Department, and Western to reach consensus regarding Western’s annual 
contribution under Title IV of CUPCA. 

During the fall of 2008, the CUPCA program updated its PART milestones to include measures 
to increase program transparency and accountability. This includes: providing for an external 
and independent review of the CUPCA program; development of a program website; improving 
project reporting; and establishing regular communication between the program and 0MB. The 
CUPCA program is currently developing a program website and continues to work with 0MB to 
implement an independent review. 

Interior has formulated the 20 1 1 budget to meet the estimated completion of the project by 2021 . 
The 2011 budget was formulated to meet the targets established as a result of the PART 
efficiency and performance measures. The 201 1 request also is consistent with developing water 
in a cost efficient manner; helps the United States to meet its contractual obligations to deliver 
water; and helps to meet the statutorily mandated water conservation goals. The CUPCA Office 
will continue to work closely with and monitor the activities of the CUWCD and the Mitigation 
Commission to meet these deadlines and to comply with the United States’ contractual 
commitments. 
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Fiscal Year 2010 Planned Program Performance 


In 2010, the construction of the Uinta Basin Replacement Project continues and the project is 
expected to meet its contractual commitment for water delivery. The other major construction 
project, the Utah Lake Basin Water Delivery System, continues in 2010, which, when complete 
in 2021, will provide 60,000 acre-feet of water to Salt Lake and Utah Counties. Funds made 
available in 2010 will conserve an estimated 1 14,000 acre-feet water on an annual basis. 

The Mitigation Commission will continue the construction of the mitigation measures associated 
with the Uinta Basin replacement project; continue development of the tribal hatcheries; acquire 
lands for wetlands projects; continue development on the lower Duchesne; work to recover the 
endangered June sucker; and continue development of fisherman access. Funds for these 
activities will improve the health of watersheds, landscapes, and marine resources and sustain 
biological communities. The mitigation associated with the water delivery projects will be 
completed concurrently with the construction activities. 

Performance Based Budsetins: CUPCA continues to strengthen its performance based budget in 
2010. The budget supports CUPCA’s mission and key outcome goals to: (I) Deliver Water 
Consistent with Applicable State and Federal Law, in an Environmentally Responsible and Cost- 
Efficient Manner; (2) Improve Health of Watersheds and Landscapes; (3) Sustain Biological 
Communities; (4) Improve Access to Appropriate Recreation Opportunities on Interior Managed 
or Partnered Lands and Waters; (5) Ensure a Quality Experience and Enjoyment of Natural and 
Cultural Resources on Interior Managed or Partnered Lands and Waters; and (6) Advance quality 
communities for Tribes. 

Fiscal Year 2009 Program Performance Accomplishments 


In 2009, significant progress was made in the program. Construction on the Utah Lake Drainage 
Basin Water Delivery System continued; and the first section of the Spanish Fork Canyon 
Pipeline was completed. Also, the Mitigation Commission continued to implement plans for the 
hatcheries; began implementation of the Lower Duchesne wetlands project; worked to recover 
the endangered June sucker; and developed fisherman access. 

In addition to the 2009 appropriations, $50.0 million in American Recovery and Reinvestment 
Act (ARRA) funding was provided to accelerate work on key projects that were previously 
planned and designed, support the creation of jobs, and help to stimulate the economy. 

Of this funding $41.0 million was used to accelerate construction of the Utah Lake System 
by building new sections of pipeline and $8.7 million was provided to the Mitigation 
Commission for projects to offset the impacts to fish, wildlife and related recreation 
resources caused by CUP and other federal reclamation projects in Utah. The remaining 
$270,000 of ARRA funds are being used by Interior’s CUPCA office to implement the 
Green River Wyoming killdeer wetlands project for impacts caused by the CUP to states that 
surround Utah. 
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GREAT LAKES AND OHIO 
RIVER DIVISION 


1 February 2010 


LRD-1 
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GREAT LAKES AND OHIO RIVER DIVISION 
ENACTED FACT SHEETS 
TABLE OF CONTENTS 

ENACTED PROJECTS LRD-6 

FLOOD AND COASTAL STORM DAMAGE REDUCTION LRD-7 

INVESTIGATIONS LRD-8 

CHE RRY RIVER BASIN, WV LRD-9 

HARRIS RIVERFRONT, HUNTINGTON, WV LRD-10 

METROPOLITAN LOUISVILLE, MILL CREEK BASIN, KY LRD-1 1 

OHIO RIVER BASIN COMPREHENSIVE LRD-12 

OHIO RIVER SHORELINE, PADUCAH, KY LRD-14 

UPPER GUYANDOTTE RIVER BASIN, WV LRD-1 5 

WESTERN LAKE ERIE BASIN, OH, Ml & IN LRD-1 6 

CONSTRUCTION LRD-17 

GREENBRIER RIVER BASIN, WV LRD-1 8 

HAMILTON DAM, FLINT RIVER, FLINT, Ml LRD-19 

HOLES CREEK, WEST CARROLLTON, OH LRD-20 

INDIANAPOLIS, WHITE RIVER (NORTH),IN LRD-21 

ISLAND CREEK IN AND AROUND LOGAN, WV LRD-22 

LEVISA & TUG FORKS LRD-23 

LOWER MUD RIVER, MILTON, WV LRD-25 

MT ZION MILL POND DAM, FULTON COUNTY, IN LRD-26 

OHIO RIVER GREENWAY PUBLIC ACCESS, IN LRD-27 

PINHOOK CREEK, HUNTSVILLE. AL LRD-28 

WEST VIRGINIA & PENNSYLVANIA FLOOD CONTROL LRD-29 

CONTINUING AUTHORITIES PROGRAM LRD-30 

BLANCHARD RIVER, FINDLAY, OH LRD-31 

BLANCHA RD RIVER, OTTAWA, OH LRD-32 

CHAGRIN RIVER, EASTLAKE OH LRD-33 

CITY OF INDEPENDENCE, OH LRD-34 

CUYAHOGA RIVER, BATH ROAD, AKRON, OH LRD-35 

CUYAHOGA RIVER, BRECKSVILLE, OH LRD-36 

LIMESTONE CREEK, FAYETTEVILLE. NY LRD-37 

MAGAZINE BRANCH, ELK RIVER, CHARLESTON, WV LRD-38 

METRO CENTER LEVEE, NASHVILLE,TN LRD-39 

OLD FORT NIAGARA, YOUNGSTOWN. NY LRD-40 

SALAMANCA, NY LRD-41 

SWAN CREEK, SOUTH TOLEDO, OH LRD-42 

SWANNANOA RIVER WATERSHED. NC LRD-43 

THATCHER BROOK, GOWANDA, NY LRD-44 

VALL EY VIEW, OH LRD-45 


1 February 2010 LRD - 2 
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NAVIGATION LRD-46 

INVESTIGATIONS LRD-47 

GREENUP LOCKS AND DAM. KY & OH LRD-48 

CONSTRUCTION LRD-49 

CHICKAMAUGA LOCK, TN LRD-50 

NEW YORK STATE CANAL SYSTEM, NY LRD-51 

SAULT STE MARIE (LOCK REPLACEMENT), Ml LRD-52 

CONTINUING AUTHORITIES PROGRAM LRD-53 

COOLEY CANAL HARBOR, OH LRD-54 

GRAND MARAIS, MN LRD-55 

GRAND PORTAGE HARBOR, MN LRD-56 

TWO HARBORS, MN LRD-57 

ENVIRONMENT LRD-58 

INVESTIGATIONS LRD-59 

CLINCH RIVER WATERSHED, VA LRD-60 

GRAND RIVER, LANSING, Ml LRD-61 

GREAT LAKES REMEDIAL ACTION PROGRAM, Ml ET AL LRD-62 

HOCKING RIVER BASIN ENV RES, MONDAY CR, OH LRD-63 

LAKE COUNTY WETLANDS RESTORATION, IL (PAS) LRD-64 

LITTLE KANAWHA RIVER, WELLS LOCK AND DAM, WV LRD-65 

NEW RIVER, CLAYTOR LAKE, VA LRD-66 

NIAGARA RIVER WATERSHED, NY LRD-67 

ONONDAGA LAKE, NY (PARTNERSHIP) LRD-68 

SOUTH FORK, SOUTH BRANCH, CHICAGO RIVER LRD-69 

CONSTRUCTION LRD-TO 

BLACK LAKE, OGDENSBURG, NY LRD-71 

CHAUT AUQUA LAKE, NY LRD-72 

GREAT LAKES FISHERY AND ECOSYSTEM RESTORATION LRD-73 

GUNTERSVILLE LAKE, AL LRD-75 

LAKE MICHIGAN WATERFRONT, IN LRD-76 

SODUS BAY, NY LRD-77 

ST CLAIR RIVER, Ml (MANAGEMENT PLAN) LRD-78 

CONTINUING AUTHORITIES PROGRAM LRD.79 

ASHTABULA RSM, OH LRD-80 

CANONSB URG LAKE, PA LRD-81 

CONNEAUT HARBOR EAST STATE PARK, OH LRD-82 

EAST HARBOR STATE PARK, OH LRD-83 

GREEN RIVER DAM, MOD, KY LRD-84 

GULL POINT, PRESQUE ISLE, PA LRD-85 

HOFFMAN DAM, IL LRD-86 


1 February 2010 LRD - 3 
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INDIAN RIDGE MARSH, CHICAGO, IL LRD-87 

LAKE POYGAN, Wl LRD-88 

PRESQUE ISLE RSM, PA LRD-89 

SHELDON'S MARSH, LAKE ERIE, OH LRD-90 

SMOKES CREEK, ERIE COUNTY, NY LRD-91 

UPPER ROUGE, MICHIGAN AVE TO ROTUNDA DR, Ml LRD-92 

WYNN ROAD, OREGON, OH LRD-93 

ENVIRONMENTAL INFRASTRUCTURE LRD-94 

BEAVER CREEK RESERVOIR, BEAVER AND SALEM TWPS, PA ..LRD-95 

CALUMET REGION, IN LRD-96 

CENTRAL WEST VIRGINIA (SECT 571), WV LRD-97 

COOK COUNTY, IL LRD-08 

CUMBERLAND COUNTY WATER SUPPLY, TN LRD-99 

GENESEE CO, Ml LRD-100 

INDIANA SHORELINE EROSION, IN LRD-101 

NEGAUNEE, Ml LRD-102 

NORTHEASTERN MINNESOTA, MN (SECT 569) SEE MVD 

NORTHERN WEST VIRGINIA ENV INFRASTRUCTURE, WV LRD-103 

NORTHERN WISCONSIN, Wl (SECT 154) SEE MVD 

ENVIRONMENTAL INFRASTRUCTURE, OH LRD-104 

SOUTH CENTRAL PENNSYLVANIA, PA LRD-106 

SOUTHERN & EASTERN KENTUCKY, KY (SECT 531) LRD-107 

SOUTHERN WEST VIRGINIA ENV. INFRASTRUCTURE, WV LRD-108 

THREE RIVERS WET WEATHER DEMO, PA LRD-109 

RECREATION LRD-110 

INVESTIGATIONS LRD-111 

NORTHERN KENTUCKY RIVERFRONT COMMONS, KY LRD-112 

CONSTRUCTION LRD-1 1 3 

OHIO RIVERFRONT, CINCINNATI, OH LRD-114 

OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE LRD-1 15 

ARCADIA HARBOR, Ml LRD-116 

ASHLAND HARBOR, Wl LRD-117 

CORNUCOPIA HARBOR, Wl LRD-1 18 

J PERCY PRIEST GREENWAY, TN LRD-1 19 

KEWAUNEE HARBOR, Wl LRD-120 

MENOMINEE HARBOR, Ml, Wl LRD-121 

NEW BUFFALO HARBOR, Mi LRD-1 22 

ODGENSBURG HARBOR, NY LRD-1 23 

OLCOTT HARBOR, NY LRD-124 

PARKERSBURG / VIENNA, WV LRD-1 25 
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PENTW ATER HARBOR. Ml LRD-1 26 

PRESQUE ISLE HARBOR, Ml LRD-127 

TWO HARBORS HARBOR, MN LRD-1 28 
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ENACTED PROJECTS 
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FLOOD AND COASTAL 
STORM DAMAGE 
REDUCTION 
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INVESTIGATIONS 
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FACT SHEET 
INVESTIGATIONS 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE : Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 
PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Cherry River Basin, WV 

AUTHORIZATION : Resolution of the Committee on Transportation and Infrastructure of the U S. House of 
Representatives, Docket 2730, adopted July 21 , 2004. 

LOCATION : The Cherry River Basin (1 67 square miles) is located in Nicholas. Webster, Greenbrier and Pocahontas 
counties In West Virginia. The Cherry River includes a total of 43 stream miles with the North and South Fork coming 
together at the Town of Richwood. The Cherry River is a major tributary of the Gauley River, entering the Gauley River 
just upstream of the Summersville Lake project. The study area includes the incorporated communities of Richwood and 
Fenwick, West Virginia, A significant portion of the watershed, mostly along the North Fork of the Cherry River, lies within 
the Monongahela National Forest. 

DESCRIPTION : The study will address and document water resource issues in the basin Including flood damage 
reduction, ecosystem restoration, water supply, recreation, and other water resource issues. Feasible projects will be 
recommended for further study in a collaborative manner working with stakeholders, state and local authorities, and 
Federal agencies. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 
Estimated Federal Cost 
Estimated Non-Federal Cost 
Cash 
Other 

Total Estimated Cost 


Allocation thm FY 2008 $ 0 

Allocation for FY 2009 $ 84,000 

Recovery Act Allocations as of 31 DEC 09 $ 0 

Allocation for FY 2010 $ 538,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 $ 378,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% NA 


1/ Reflects feasibility funds only. 

FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Awaiting non-federal sponsor to obtain funding to begin feasibility phase. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : FY 201 1 for feasibility. 

OTHER INFORMATION : The feasibility cost sharing agreement was signed with Nicholas County in August 2009. 
CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Byrd (WV), Rockefeller (WV), Rahall (WV-03) 


FY2010 
Study 1/ 
1,000,000 
1,000,000 
1,000,000 
0 

2,000,000 


DIVISION: Great Lakes and Ohio River 


DISTRICT: Huntington 


Cherry River Basin, WV 
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FACT SHEET 
INVESTIGATIONS 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE : Recreation 

PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Harris Riverfront Park. VW 

AUTHORIZATION : Resolution of the Committee on Public Works and T ransportation of the 
United States House of Representatives adopted September 8, 1988. 

LOCATION : Harris Riverfront Park is located in the city of Huntington, West Virginia. 

DESCRIPTION : The Reconnaissance study will evaluate recreational opportunities associated 
with the riverfront and its unique and historic relationship to the river and surrounding 
community. Further, it will identify linkages to other regional recreational amenities and how 
those linkages contribute to the region’s quality of life, economic success, and continued 
revitalization. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 
Estimated Federal Cost 
Estimated Non-Federal Cost 
Cash 
Other 

Total Estimated Cost 

Allocation thru FY 2008 $ 0 

Allocation for FY 2009 $ 0 

Recovery Act Allocations as of 31 DEC 09 $ 0 

Allocation for FY 2010 $ 90,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 $ 0 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% N/A 

FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Funds will be used to initiate and complete the Reconnaissance Report. 
EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : FY 201 1 for reconnaissance. 
OTHER INFORMATION : N/A 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Byrd (WV), Rockefeller (WV), Rahall (WV-03) 



Division: Great Lakes and Ohio River District: Huntington Harris Riverfront Park, WV 
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FACT SHEET 
INVESTIGATIONS 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS LINE : Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 

PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Metropolitan Louisville, Mill Creek Basin, Kentucky 

AUTHORIZATION : Resolution adopted on May 5, 1987 by the Committee on Environment and 
Public Works of the United States Senate 

LOCATION : The study area is located within the Mill Creek watershed in southwest Jefferson 
County, Kentucky, including the communities of Shively and Pleasure Ridge Park. 

DESCRIPTION : Approximately 3,300 homes and businesses in the study area are subject to 
flooding from Mill Creek and its tributaries. The feasibility study will provide detailed evaluation 
of the flood risks, and will analyze alternatives to reduce damages. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 
Estimated Federal Cost 
Estimated Non-Federal Cost 
Cash 
Other 

Total Estimated Cost 


Allocation thru 2008 $ 589,700 

Allocation for FY 2009 $ 0 

Recovery Act Allocation as of 31 DEC 09 $ 0 

Allocation for FY 2010 $ 103,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 $ 507,300 

Benefit to Cost Ratio Applicable Rate TBD 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Complete plan formulation and initiate final report preparation. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : FY 2012 for feasibility 

OTHER INFORMATION : The Feasibility Cost Sharing Agreement was executed in August 
2005. The Louisville and Jefferson County Metropolitan Sewer District is the local sponsor. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : McConnell (KY), Sunning (KY), Yarmuth (KY-3) 


FY2010 

Study 

$ 1,200,000 
$ 1,200,000 
$ 900,000 

$ 300,000 

$ 2,400,000 


Division; Great Lakes and Ohio River District; Louisville Metropolitan Louisville, Mill Creek 

Basin, KY 
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FACT SHEET 
INVESTIGATIONS 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS LINE : Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 

PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Ohio River Basin Comprehensive, WV, OH 


AUTHORIZATION : Resolution of the Committee on Public Works of the U.S. Senate, adopted 
May 16, 1955 

LOCATION : The Ohio River Basin contains approximately 204,000 square miles in 15 states 
and is home to approximately 27 million people. The Ohio River is 981 miles long extending 
from Pittsburgh, PA to Cairo, IL at its mouth on the Mississippi River. 


DESCRIPTION : The basic purpose of the study is to meet the requirements of a standard 
905(b) expedited reconnaissance study and to address a number of objectives identified in the 
Project Management Plan. In this pursuit, four Corps Districts within the Great Lakes and Ohio 
River Division (Pittsburgh, Huntington, Louisville, and Nashville) combined staff resources into a 
Project Delivery Team (PDT) with Huntington as the designated lead District. Following the 
standard recon report format, geospatial analyses of the basin’s human and natural resources 
were undertaken through use of geographic information system (GIS) technology relying heavily 
on existing database information from a number of reliable Federal, state, Non-govemmental 
organizations and academic sources. Through a broad-based communications strategy the 
PDT solicited water resource issues from key basin stakeholders, the general public and Corps 
staff. The comments emphasized problems, needs and opportunities associated with the basin 
environment, threatened aquatic ecosystems, recurring flood damages, water quality, water 
supply, land use development, climate change, and sustainability of aging infrastructure. A 
number of alternatives were formulated to address the issue categories at baeinwide, sub-basin, 
watershed and project or local levels so that collaborative actions between several levels of 
government could be realized in solving water resource problems. A determination of Federal 
interest was made for several alternatives formulated and evaluated in the report. Report 
recommendations reflect the array of issues raised by respondents and recognize the issues of 
sustainability and potential climate change facing the basin and its infrastructure. The 
reconnaissance phase will allow the Corps to move forward in a leadership role in the 
management and development of the basin's water resources through the recommendations to 
support a strong coalition of basin interests with strategic planning processes, sound 
engineering practices, geospatial technology and collaborative partnerships into the future. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 
Study 

Estimated Federal Cost 
Estimated Non-Federal Cost 
Cash 
Other 

Total Estimated Cost 


FY2010 
Recon Study 

$ 1 ,899,000 
$ 0 
$ 0 
$ 0 
$ 1,899,000 


FY 2010 
Feasibility 

$ 12,000,000 
$ 12,000,000 
$ TBD 

$ TBD 

$ 24,000,000 
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Allocation thru FY 2008 
Allocation for FY 2009 
Aliocation for FY 2010 
Balance to Complete after FY 2010 
Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 


$ 394,000 $ 0 

$ 680,000 $ 0 

$ 825,000 1/ $ 968,000 2/ 

$ 0 $ 11,032,000 

N/A N/A 


1/ $825,000 would be reallocated for additional reconnaissance work executed at 100% Federal 
cost 

2/ $968,000 would be cost-shared 50% Federal/50% non-Federal 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Funds appropriated would be used for the continuation of the 
Reconnaissance Phase by: (1) obtaining LRD certification of the Reconnaissance Report; (2) 
preparing a Basin wide Programmatic Management Plan (BPMP); and, (3) identifying a cost 
sharing sponsor, developing a PMP, and negotiating a FCSA based upon the Recon Report's 
recommendations for a Basin wide Water Management Plan and a Basin wide Reinvestment 
Plan. Funds may also be used to initiate watershed assessments under authority of Section 
729 of WRDA 1 986 to identify a cost sharing sponsor, develop a Project Management Plan and 
negotiate a Feasibility Cost Sharing Agreement. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : In FY 2010 the reconnaissance 
phase will be completed. Currently the estimated completion of the feasibility phase is FY 2013 
- subject to availability of funds. 

OTHER INFORMATION : This study will be a multi-district / state reconnaissance planning 
effort. 


CONGRESSIONAL I NTEREST : Congressional members from 15 states to inci ude: lllinoi s, 
Indiana, Ohio, Pennsylvania, New York, West Virginia, Virginia, North Carolina, Kentucky, South 
Carolina, Tennessee, Alabama, Mississippi, Georgia, and Maryland. 


Division: Great Lakes and Ohio River District: Huntington Ohio River Basin Comprehensive, WV, OH 


1 February 2010 


LRD -13 


54862B 


03/19/2010 



2599 


FACT SHEET 
INVESTIGATIONS 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS LINE : Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 

PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Ohio River Shoreline, Paducah, KY 

AUTHORIZATION : Section 5077 of WRDA 2007 (Public Law 110-114) 

LOCATION : McCracken County, Kentucky, on the left bank of the Ohio River, 934.4 miles 
below Pittsburgh, PA 

DESCRIPTION : The City of Paducah risks FEMA decertification of its local flood protection 
project if it does not soon repair corroded metal pipes that drain normal stormwater runoff 
through the earthen levee and into the river. Failure of those drainage pipes could cause 
interior flooding or breach the earthen levee, and thus threaten the local population and damage 
properties. Feasibility study will Identify alternatives to address deterioration of the floodwall 
and to address interior flooding behind the floodwall. 


FY 2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA Study 

Estimated Federal Cost $ 450,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost $ 450,000 

Cash $ 280,000 

Other $ 170,000 

Total Estimated Cost $ 900,000 

Allocation thru 2008 $ 263,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 $ 143,000 

Recovery Act Allocation as of 31 DEC 09 $ 0 

Allocation for FY 2010 $ 39,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 $ 5,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% TBD 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Continuation of a Feasibility Report. This report will define the scope of 
work for replacement or rehabilitation of pumps, electrical equipment, drainage pipes and other 
appurtenant features of the project. Preconstruction engineering and design and construction 
activities will begin after approval of the report. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : FY 2011 for Feasibility 

OTHER INFORMATION : The City requested in-kind credits for construction and constmction 
management costs of the pipe repairs, if they are included in the recommended plan of the 
Feasibility Study. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : McConnell (KY), Bunning (KY), Whitfield (KY-1) 


Division: Great Lakes and Ohio River District: Louisville 


Ohio River Shoreline, 
Paducah, KY 
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FACT SHEET 
INVESTIGATIONS 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS LINE : Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 

PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Upper Guyandotte River Basin, WV 

AUTHORIZATION : Resolution by the Committee on Transportation and Infrastructure, U.S. 
House of Representatives, Docket 2726 adopted February 25, 2004. 

LOCATION : The project study area is located in the upper Guyandotte River Basin primarily in 
Wyoming County, WV and affects the cities of Oceana, Pineville, and Mullens, WV, upstream of 
R.D. Bailey Lake. 

DESCRIPTION : The watershed Reconnaissance Study will determine the preliminary 
economic, physical, and environmental feasibility of providing flood damage reduction and 
ecosystem restoration measures for identified cities and scattered rural development along the 
upper Guyandotte River and its tributaries. The study will include collaboration with federal, 
state, and local agencies to identify associated systems and potential projects. 


FY2010 FY2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA Recon Study Feasibility Study 


Estimated Federal Cost 

$ 

359,000 

$ 

300,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 

$ 

0 

$ 

300,000 

Cash 

$ 

0 

$ 

300,000 

Other 

$ 

0 

$ 

0 

Total Estimated Cost 

$ 

359,000 

$ 

600,000 

Allocation thru FY 2008 

$ 

148,000 

$ 

0 

Allocation for FY 2009 

$ 

191,000 

$ 

0 

Recovery Act Allocations as of 31 DEC 09 

$ 

0 

$ 

0 

Allocation for FY 2010 

$ 

20,000 

$ 

249,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 

$ 

0 

$ 

51,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 


N/A 


N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Funds will be used to complete Reconnaissance Report, obtain report 
approval from higher Corps authority and initiate feasibility upon approval of that report. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : FY 2010 for reconnaissance phase 
and FY 2012 for feasibility. 

OTHER INFORMATION : Project sponsor is WV Division of Transportation. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Byrd (WV), Rockefeller (WV), Rahail (WV-03) 


Division: Great Lakes and Ohio River District: Huntington Upper Guyandotte River 

Basin, WV 
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FACT SHEET 
INVESTIGATIONS 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE : Environment 

PROJECT STUDY NAME : Western Lake Erie Basin (WLEB) 

AUTHORIZATION : Section 441, WRDA 1999 (PL 106-53) 

LOCATION : The WLEB includes the watersheds of the Maumee, Portage, and Ottawa Rivers, 
in northwest OH, eastern IN, and southeast Ml that are major tributaries to the WLEB. Most of 
the WLEB drains into the Maumee Area of Concern (AOC). 

DESCRIPTION : The non-Federal sponsors are from Ohio and include the City of Toledo, 
Hancock and Putnam counties. The comprehensive study will provide a framework for 
sustainable development in the watershed by examining comprehensive ecosystem restoration 
including habitat and wetland restoration, prevention of future environmental losses, elimination 
of bacterial loadings and pollutants of concern, improvements to navigation channels, and 
analysis of flood control operations to ensure that they are meeting evolving conditions. 


FY 2010 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 


Study 

Estimated Federal Cost 

$ 

6,000,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 

$ 

6,000,000 

Cash 

$ 

0 

Other 

$ 

6,000,000 

Total Estimated Project Cost 

$12,000,000 

Allocation thru FY 2008 

$ 

1,991,000 

Allocation thru FY 2009 

$ 

2,491,000 

Recover Act Allocations as of 31 DEC 09 

$ 

262,000 

Allocation for FY 2010 

$ 

134,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 201 0 

$ 

3,375,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 


N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Funds will be used to continue the Blanchard River feasibility study for 
the portion addressing flood risk management, the first major project being pursued under the 
Western Lake Erie Basin watershed plan. The focus of the study will be flood risk management. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : The Blanchard River Feasibility 
Phase could be completed in FY 2011. 

OTHER INFORMATION: The WLEB study includes the Maumee River Area of Concern 
(AOC), which is one of 46 severely degraded geographic areas within the Great Lakes Basin as 
defined by the U.S. -Canada Great Lakes Water Quality Agreement. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Kaptur (OH-9), Latta (OH-5), Jordan (OH-4), Boehner (OH-8), 
Souder (IN-3), and Dingell (MI-15); Voinovich (OH) and Brown (OH) 

Division: Great Lakes and Ohio River District: Buffalo Western Lake Erie Basin 
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CONSTRUCTION 
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FACT SHEET 
CONSTRUCTION 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS LINE : Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 

PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Greenbrier River Basin (Marlinton), WV 

AUTHORIZATION : Section 579, Water Resources Development Act (WRDA) 1996 (PL 104- 
303), as amended by Section 360, WRDA 1999 (PL 106-53); Section 3168, WRDA 2007 (PL 
110-114). 


LOCATION : The Greenbrier River Basin (Marlinton) is located in eastern WV. The river flows 
167 miles through the counties of Pocahontas, Greenbrier, Monroe, and Summers. 


DESCRIPTION : The plan for the Marlinton project is to construct a resident engineer office 
(Phase I), construct 16,000 feet of levee/ftoodwall on both sides of the river, protecting the 
downtown Riverside (Phase II) and Marlinton (Phase III) areas, as well as associated pump 
stations to handle interior drainage. 

FY2010 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 
Estimated Federal Cost 
Estimated Non-Federal Cost 
Cash 
Other 

Total Estimated Cost 


Construction 
$ 99,000,000 

$ 59,000,000 

$ 59,000,000 

$ 0 
$ 158,000,000 


Allocation thru FY 2008 

Allocation for FY 2009 

Recovery Act Allocations as of 31 DEC 09 

Allocation for FY 2010 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 


$ 12,828,000 

$ 1,500,000 

$ 0 

$ 1,417,000 

$ 83,255,000 

.3 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Funds will used to sign a Record of Decision and execute the Project 
Partnership Agreement (PPA) for Phases I & II, initiate Phase I real estate acquisition and 
construction, administer Phase II real estate activities, and complete the Phase III plans and 
specifications. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : FY 2010 for Planning, Engineering & 
Design, subject to Detailed Project Report (DPR) review. 

OTHER INFORMATION : WRDA 2007 increased the authorized Federal amount to $99,000,000. 
The Consolidated Appropriations Act of 2008 (PL 1 1 0-1 6 1 ) directed the Corps to continue 
detailed design, including plans and specifications, execute a PPA and initiate construction for Ph 
I & II. Review of the DPR by USACE was completed in March 2009. The District is currently 
responding to review comments. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Byrd (WV), Rockefeller (WV), Rahall (WV-03) 

Division: Great Lakes and Ohio River District: Huntington Greenbrier River 

Basin, Marlinton, WV 
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FACT SHEET 
CONSTRUCTION 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS LINE : Flood & Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 

PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Hamilton Dam, Flint River, Flint, Michigan 

AUTHORIZATION : Section 5003(a)(4), Water Resources Development Act of 2007 (PL 110- 
114) 

LOCATION : The Hamilton Dam is located in the Flint River on the University of Michigan Flint 
campus. 

DESCRIPTION : The non-Federal dam is in poor condition due to severe deterioration of its 
concrete, and several of its steel gates are inoperable. The dam is also acting as a sediment 
trap that is providing sedimentation relief to the Federal Flood Control project at Flint, Michigan. 
Failure of the dam would cause damage downstream to the river, the city and the University. 
The Corps is authorized to provide assistance to enhance dam safety at Hamilton Dam. 


FY 2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA Construction 

Estimated Federal Cost $ 6,342,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost $ 0 

Cash $ 0 

Other $ 0 

Total Estimated Cost $ 6,342,000 

Allocation thru FY 2008 $ 0 

Allocation for FY 2009 $ 1 00,000 

Recovery Act Allocations as of 31 DEC 09 $ 0 

Allocation for FY 20 1 0 $ 242,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 $ 6,000,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7 TBD 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Based on WRDA implementation guidance and subsequent clarifying 
guidance, funds will be used to prepare a project Fact Sheet, a Probability of Failure Mode 
Analysis, and Interim Risk Reduction Measures. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : 2012 for Construction phase. 
OTHER INFORMATION : The non-federal sponsor is pursuing the design at their own cost. 
CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Levin (Ml), Stabenow (Ml), Kildee (MI-5) 


Division: Great Lakes and Ohio River District: Detroit Hamilton Dam, Flint River, 

Flint, Ml 
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FACT SHEET 
CONSTRUCTION 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE : Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 

PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Holes Creek, West Carrollton, Ohio 

AUTHORIZATION : Section 401(a) of WRDA 1986 (PL 99-662) and Section 584 of 
WRDA 1999 (PL 106-53) 

LOCATION : The project is located in West Carrollton, Ohio, just south of Dayton 

DESCRIPTION : Project consists of channel widening, replacement of a railroad bridge, 
a floodwall and relocations. 


FY2010 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 

Construction 

Estimated Federal Cost 

$ 

13,326,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 

$ 

1,306,000 

Cash 

$ 

419,000 

Other 

$ 

887,000 

Total Estimated Cost 

$ 

14,632,000 

Allocation thru FY 2008 

$ 

10,426,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 

$ 

1,244,000 

Recovery Act Allocations as of 31 DEC 09 

$ 

0 

Allocation for FY 2010 

$ 

1,005,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 

$ 

651,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 


0.9 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Carryover funds from FY2009 are being used to revise the plans 
and specifications for the final contract and to complete the real estate acquisition for the 
remaining work. The only remaining property to acquire is going through the 
condemnation process. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : FY 2010 for design of 
remaining work. 

OTHER INFORMATION : N/A 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Voinovich (OH), Brown (OH), Turner (OH-3) 


Division: Great Lakes and Ohio River District: Louisville Holes Creek, West Carrollton, OH 
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FACT SHEET 
CONSTRUCTION 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS LINE : Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 

PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Indianapolis, White River (North), Indiana 

AUTHORIZATION : Flood Control Act of 1936 as amended by the Flood Control Act of 
1 938, and subject to cost sharing provisions of the Water Resources Development Act of 
1986 

LOCATION : The project encompasses approximately 3.0 miles of the White River in the 
City of Indianapolis, IN. 

DESCRIPTION : Construction of flood damage reduction features along a 3-mile reach 
of the White River. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 
Estimated Federal Cost 
Estimated Non-Federal Cost 
Cash 
Other 

Total Estimated Cost 


FY2010 
Construction 
$ 29,141,000 
$ 9,713,000 

$ 5,927,000 

$ 3,786,000 

$ 38,854,000 


Allocation thru 2008 $ 17,241,000 


Allocation for FY 2009 $ 2,536,000 

Recovery Act Allocations as of 31 DEC 09 $ 0 

Allocation for FY 2010 $ 3,875,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 $ 5,489,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 0.8 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Complete remaining design activities and award Environmental 
Mitigation contract. 


EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : Pending additional funds, 
could award final contract in FY 11 to construct South Warfleigh section of the earthen 
levee and floodwall. This action would allow project completion to occur in 2012. 

OTHER INFORMATION : Based upon upcoming changes in design standards prompted 
by "lessons learned" from the New Orleans floodwall failure, the Corps of Engineers may 
need additional funds to modify previously constructed floodwall sections. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Lugar (IN), Bayh (IN), Carson (IN-7) 


Division: Great Lakes and Ohio River District: Louisville Indianapolis, White River (North), IN 


1 February 2010 


LRD-21 


54862B 


03/19/2010 



2607 


FACT SHEET 
CONSTRUCTION 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS LINE : Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 

PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Island Creek, Logan, WV, Local Protection Project 

AUTHORIZATION : Section 401 of the Water Resources Development Act of 1 986 (P.L. 99-662) 

LOCATION : Logan, WV at the confluence of the Guyandotte River and Island Creek. 

DESCRIPTION : The recommended project includes two components: channel modification 
including widening of the Island Creek channel to an 80-foot bottom width for a distance of 
3,600 feet upstream of its confluence with the Guyandotte River, construction of post and panel 
retaining walls, mechanically stabilized earth wall, stone slope protection, concrete revetment, 
and removal of an existing sandbar. The second component is implementation of a Flood 
Warning System (FWS). 


FY 2010 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 

Construction 

Estimated Federal Cost 

$ 

25,930,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 

$ 

10,070,000 

Cash 

$ 

1,898,000 

Other 

$ 

8,172,000 

Total Estimated Cost 

$ 

36,000,000 

Allocation thru FY 2008 

$ 

3,935,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 

$ 

200,000 

Recovery Act Allocations as of 31 DEC 09 

$ 

0 

Allocation for FY 2010 

$ 

21,750,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 

$ 

45,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 


1.6 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Funds will be used to complete channel modification design, fully fund 
channel construction, and initiate and complete FWS implementation. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : FY 2013 for construction, subject to 
efficient funding. 

OTHER INFORMATION : The PPA for the channel modification and a Memorandum of 
Agreement for the Corps to acquire Lands, Easements, Rights-of-Way, Relocations, and 
Disposals on behalf of the sponsor were executed with the Logan County Commission on 25 
January 2008. Plans and Specifications for the channel modification will be complete in FY 2010 
and construction awarded in early FY 2011. The district has completed an Integral 
Documentation Report (IDR) which documents proposed in-kind contributions for crediting 
purposes. The IDR was deemed necessary before the Project Partnership Agreement for the 
FWS could be finalized and executed. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Byrd (WV), Rockefeller (WV), Rahall (WV-03) 


Division: Great Lakes and Ohio River District: Huntington Island Creek at Logan, WV 
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FACT SHEET 
CONSTRUCTION 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS LINE : Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 

PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Levisa and Tug Forks of the Big Sandy and Upper Cumberland 
Rivers, WV, VA, and KY 

AUTHORIZATION : Section 202 of the Energy and Water Development Appropriation Act of 
1981 (PL 96-367), as amended. 

LOCATION : The Levisa and Tug Forks of the Big Sandy River and the Upper Cumberland 
River are located in southwestern WV. southeastern KY, and western VA. 

DESCRIPTION : The project includes levees, floodwalls, pump stations, flood proofing, and 
evacuation of structures located in the flood hazard areas, and development of relocation sites 
for the affected areas. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 
Estimated Federal Cost 
Estimated Non-Federal Cost 
Cash 
Other 

Total Estimated Cost 


FY2010 
Construction 
$ 2,338,109,000 
$ 133,365,000 

$ 100,965,000 

$ 32,400,000 

$ 2,471,474,000 


Allocation thnj FY 2008 

Allocation for FY 2009 

Recovery Act Allocations as of 31 Dec 2009 

Allocation for FY 2010 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 


$ 1,000,864,000 
$ 25,500,000 

$ 0 
$ 16,250,000 

$ 1,295,495,000 
N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Funds of $16,250,000 would be used for each element of the Section 
202 program as noted: 


Kentucky - f$9. 500.0001 

Town of Martin : $3,350,000 will be used to initiate construction of the Town Hall and Police 
Station; and expedite the acquisition of those properties that were damaged by the floodwaters 
in the May 2009 flood event that fall within Phases 3 and 4 of the mandatory acquisition 
program. 

Pike County fTuo Forki : $1 ,000,000 will be used to continue voluntary fioodproofing and 
acquisition program. 

Martin County : $935,000 will be used to continue voluntary floodproofing and acquisition 
program. 

Pike County (Levisa Fork! : $100,000 will be used to complete activities associated with the 
revision of the project cost estimate and finalize the Detailed Project Report (DPR). 
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Flovd County : $100,000 will be used to complete activities associated with the revision of the 
project cost estimate and finalize the DPR. 

Johnson County : $1 5,000 will be used continue DPR. 

Middlesborouah : $50,000 will be used to complete the flood warning and emergency 
evacuation plan (FWEEP) 

Knox County : $1 15,000 will be used to continue the DPR 

Clover Fork : $800,000 will be used to continue nonstructural implementation. 

City of Cumberland Structural (Bridge St. Bridge); $1,500,000 will be used to continue the 
bridge replacement construction. 

City of Cumberland Nonstructural : $200,000 will be used to initiate nonstnjctural 
implementation. 

Harlan Countv : $1,335,000 will be used to continue nonstructural implementation. 

Virginia - $4.000.000 

Grundv : $2,870,000 will be used to complete project implementation. 

Buchanan Countv : $210,000 will be used to complete the FWEEP and initiate the 
implementation of the plan. 

Dickenson Countv : $920,000 will be used to complete the FWEEP and initiate implementation 
of the plan; remaining funds will be directed to the Design Documentation Report for the 
Dickenson County schools. 

West Virginia - $2.750.000 

McDowell County : $2,000,000 will be used to continue the floodproofing and acquisition 
program. 

McDowell County Supplemental DPR : $750,000 will be used to continue the supplemental 
DPR. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : Phases vary per project and are 
ongoing, subject to efficient funding. 

OTHER INFORMATION : Section 202 of the Fiscal Year 1981 Energy and Water Development 
Appropriation Act, stated that benefits of the 202 project exceed costs. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Byrd (WV), Rockefeller (WV), Rahall (WV-03); McConnell 
(KY), Sunning (KY), Rogers (KY-05); Warner (VA), Webb (VA), Boucher (VA-09) 
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FACT SHEET 
CONSTRUCTION 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS LINE : Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 

PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Lower Mud River, Milton, WV 

AUTHORIZATION : Section 580 WRDA 1996 (PL 104-30); Section 340 WRDA 2000 
(PL 106-54); Section 3170 WRDA 2007 (PL 110-114) 

LOCATION : City of Milton, Cabell County, WV, on the Mud River 

DESCRIPTION : The recommended plan is a levee, approximately 8,300 feet long, which would 
provide protection from a 250-year flood event. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 
Estimated Federal Cost 
Estimated Non-Federal Cost 
Cash 
Other 

Total Estimated Cost 


FY2010 
Construction 
$ 42,825,000 
$ 14,275,000 
$ 14,275,000 
$ 0 
$ 57,100,000 


Allocation thru FY 2008 

Allocation for FY 2009 

Recovery Act Allocations as of 31 Dec 2009 

Allocation for FY 2010 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 


$ 7,006,000 

$ 1,050,000 

$ 0 
$ 1,384,000 

$ 33,385,000 
.7 


‘Lower Mud Is awaiting policy review and implementation guidance for WRDA 2007. 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Funds will be used to execute a Project Partnership Agreement (PPA), 
complete detailed design for levee and channel relocation, and allow for coordination of Land, 
Easement, Right-of-Way, Relocation, and Disposal activities. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : FY 2010 for PED, subject to receipt 
of WRDA implementation guidance. 

OTHER INFORMATION : WRDA 2007 implementation guidance is under development. 
CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Byrd (WV), Rockefeller (WV), Rahall (WV-03), 


DIVISION : Great Lakes and Ohio River 


DISTRICT : Huntington 


Lower Mud River, Milton, WV 
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FACT SHEET 
CONSTRUCTION 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE : Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 

PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Mount Zion Mill Pond Dam, Indiana 

AUTHORIZATION : Section 5003 of Water Resources Development Act 2007 
(P.L 110-114) 

LOCATION : Tippecanoe River in Rochester. Fulton County, Indiana. 

DESCRIPTION : The northern end of the existing non-Federal earthen dam has 
deteriorated to the point where the leakage is threatening a county bridge abutment that 
is integral with the dam. The county wants Federal assistance in repairing the dam in 
conjunction with Indiana Department of Transportation and the County repairing the 
bridge. 


FY 2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA Construction 

Estimated Federal Cost TBD 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost TBD 

Cash TBD 

Other TBD 

Total Estimated Cost TBD 

Allocation thru FY 2008 $ 234,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 $ 120,000 

Recovery Act Allocations as of 31 DEC 09 0 

Allocation for FY 201 0 $ 374,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 20 1 0 TBD 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% TBD 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : A Dam Safety Modification Report (DSMR) will be submitted in 
February 2010 for LRD/HQ review. Any additional work is dependent on findings of the 
DSMR. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : Unknown at this time. 

OTHER INFORMATION : $12,000,000 in appropriation authority was provided to carry 
out work in 15 named project locations, including Mt. Zion Mill Pond. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Lugar(IN), Bayh(IN), Donnelly (IN-2) 


Division: Great Lakes and Ohio River District: Louisville Mount Zion Mill Pond Dam, IN 
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FACT SHEET 
CONSTRUCTION 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS LINE : Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 

PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Ohio River Greenway Public Access, Indiana 

AUTHORIZATION : Section 559 of the Water Resources Development Act 1996 
(P.L. 104-303) 

LOCATION : The Ohio River Greenway Corridor is seven miles in length, is located 
across from Louisville, Kentucky, and adjoins the McAlpine Locks and Dam project and 
the Falls of the Ohio National Wildlife Conservation Area in the Indiana communities of 
Jeffersonville, Clarksville, and New Albany. 

DESCRIPTION : The Greenway project is designed to provide access to the Ohio River 
and its environmental and recreation amenities. Access would be provided by a 
parkway, pedestrian and bicycle pathways, interpretive areas, passive recreation areas 
and trails, and it would integrate the existing and planned riverside development 
including the Falls of the Ohio State Park and Interpretive Center/Museum, the National 
Wildlife Conservation Area, and other federal and local river related facilities. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 

FY 2010 
Construction 

Estimated Federal Cost 

$ 

21,050,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 

$ 

21,050,000 

Cash $ 


15,369,000 

Other 

$ 

5,681,000 

Total Estimated Cost 

$ 

42,100,000 

Allocation thru 2008 

$ 

7,681,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 

$ 

957,000 

Recovery Act Allocations as of 31 DEC 09 

$ 

800,000 

Allocation for FY 2010 

$ 

969,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 

$ 

10,407,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio Applicable Rate (6.375%) 


1.9 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Continue with the preparation of plans and specifications 
for another segment of the project and award a construction contract. Construction 
of a segment of the project in New Albany was completed in 2009. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : FY 201 1 for Construction 
phase of a Jeffersonville segment. 

OTHER INFORMATION : N/A 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Lugar (IN), Bayh (IN), Hill (IN-9) 


Division: Great Lakes and Ohio River District: Louisville Ohio River Greenway 

Public Access, IN 
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FACT SHEET 
CONSTRUCTION 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS LINE : Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 
PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Pinhook Creek. AL 

AUTHORIZATION : Sec. 5029, Water Resources Development Act (WRDA) 2007 (P.L. 
110-114); Sec. 903 (c) of WRDA 1986 (P.L. 99-662) 

LOCATION : Huntsville, AL 


DESCRIPTION : Flooding in north-central Huntsville has been a persistent problem in 
the highly developed downtown area. The Corps has worked with the city to develop 
several plans to address the problems. 



FY 2010 

FY 2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 

PED 

Construction 


STAGE r 

STAGE !!•• 

Estimated Federal Cost 

$ 250,000 

$ 7,386,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 

TBD 

TBD 

Cash 

TBD 

TBD 

Other 

TBD 

TBD 

Total Estimated Cost 

TBD 

TBD 

Allocation thnj FY 2008 

$ 250,000 

$ 499,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 

$ 0 

$ 335,000 

Recovery Act Allocations as of 31 DEC 09 

$ 0 

$ 0 

Allocation for FY 2010 

$ 0 

$ 100,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 

$ 0 

$ 6,452,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 

TBD 

TBD 


•Cost shared 75% federal and 25% nonfederal 

••Flood Damage Reduction components cost shared 65% Federal/ 35% non-Federal, 
Recreation components cost shared 50% Federal/50% non-Federal 

FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Preparation of the draft Limited Reevaluation Report (LRR) of 
final Locally Preferred Plan. Complete Agency Technical Review of LRR. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : FY 2012 for Planning, 
Engineering, and Design. 

OTHER INFORMATION : Detailed Project Report (DPR), Nov 1999, was completed 
under CAP Section 205 authority and approved by CELRD. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Griffith (AL-05). Shelby (AL), Sessions (AL) 


Division: Great Lakes and Ohio River District: Nashville 


Pinhook Creek. AL 
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FACT SHEET 
CONSTRUCTION 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS LINE : Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 

PROJECT/STUDY NAME : West Virginia & Pennsylvania Flood Control 

AUTHORIZATION : Section 581, WRDA 1996 as amended by Section 363, Water Resources 
Development Act (WRDA) of 1999, as amended by Section 5154, WRDA 2007. 

LOCATION : Cheat and Tygart River Basins, WV and Lower Allegheny, Lower Monongahela, 
West Branch Susquehanna and Juniata River Basins, PA 

DESCRIPTION : Section 581 , as modified by Section 363, authorizes the Corps to design and 
construct flood damage reduction measures in the Cheat and Tygart River Basins, WV and to 
implement structural and nonstructural flood control, stream bank protection, storm water 
management, and channel clearing and modification measures in the Lower Allegheny, Lower 
Monongahela, West Branch Susquehanna and Juniata River Basins, PA, at a level of protection 
sufficient to prevent future losses to communities in the basins from flooding such as occurred in 
January 1996, but not less than a 100 year level of protection. Section 581(a)(1) of WRDA 1996 
identified 16 communities in the above river basins as priority communities. Section 5154 of 
WRDA 2007 adds two communities, Etna, PA and Millvale, PA. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 
Estimated Federal Cost 
Estimated Non-Federal Cost 
Cash 
Other 

Total Estimated Cost 


FY 2010 
Construction 
$ 90,000,000 
$ 6,000,000 
TBD 
TBD 

$ 96,000,000 


Allocation thru FY 2008 

Allocation for FY 2009 

Recovery Act Allocation as of 31 DEC 09 

Allocation for FY 2010 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 


$10,228,000 
$ 2,000,000 
$ 0 
$ 1,500,000 
$ 76,272,000 
N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Complete initial site assessment for Millvale and Etna, PA. Continue 
Philippi, WV Design Documentation Report (DDR), currently at 50%. Update Belington, WV 
Detailed Project Report (DPR) for consistency with current requirements. Complete Parsons, 
WV Project Management Plan and initiate DPR. 


EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : FY2011 DPRsforEtna, PA, 
Millvale, PA, and Parsons, WV in addition to DDR for Philippi, WV and Belington, WV. 

OTHER INFORMATION : WRDA 2007 increased program authorization to $90 million. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Casey (PA), Specter (PA), Byrd (WV), Rockefeller (WV), 
Mollohan (WV-1), Doyle (PA-14), Murtha (PA-12), and Shuster (PA-9) 
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CONTINUING 
AUTHORITIES PROGRAM 
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FACT SHEET 

CONTINUING AUTHORITIES PROGFfAM 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE : Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 

PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Blanchard River, Findlay, OH 

AUTHORIZATION : Section 205 of the 1948 Flood Control Act (P.L. 80-858), as 
amended. 

LOCATION : The city of Findlay, Ohio approximately 75 miles southwest of Toledo in 
northwestern Ohio. 

DESCRIPTION : Overbank flooding of the Blanchard River has occurred many times 
during the past century. The most recent significant floods occurred in January 2008 
and August 2007. Significant flood damages occurred to the downtown business 
district. An ongoing Flood Damage Reduction Study will investigate measures to 
reduce the damages associated with flood events on the Blanchard River. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 
Estimated Federal Cost $ 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost $ 

Cash 
Other 

Total Estimated Cost $ 

Allocation thru FY 2008 
Allocation for FY 2009 
Recovery Act Allocations as of 31 DEC 09 $ 0 

Allocation for FY 2010 $ 10,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 201 0 $ 0 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% N/A 

FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Transition on-going study from this Section 205 Continuing 
Authorities Program to Investigation Appropriations Account. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : N/A 

OTHER INFORMATION : N/A 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Jordan (OH-04), Voinovich (OH), Brown (OH) 


FY2010 

Study 

663.000 

563.000 
TBD 
TBD 

1.226.000 

$ 203,000 
$ 450,000 


Division: Great Lakes and Ohio River District; Buffalo Blanchard River, Findlay, OH 
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FACT SHEET 

CONTINUING AUTHORITIES PROGRAM 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE : Rood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 

PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Blanchard River, Ottawa, OH 

AUTHORIZATION : Section 205 of the 1948 Flood Control Act (P.L. 80-858), as 
amended 

LOCATION : Village of Ottawa, Ohio is located approximately 70 miles southwest of City 
of Toledo in the Blanchard River watershed in northwestern Ohio. 

DESCRIPTION : Overbank flooding of the Blanchard River has occurred many times 
during the past century. The most recent significant floods occurred in January 2008 
and August 2007. Significant flood damages occurred to the downtown business 
district. An ongoing Flood Damage Reduction Study will investigate a measure to 
reduce the damages associated with flood events on the Blanchard River. 


FY 2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA Study 

Estimated Federal Cost $ 543,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost $ 443,000 

Cash $ 0 

Other $ 0 

Total Estimated Cost $ 986,000 

Allocation thru FY 2008 $ 233,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 $ 300,000 

Recovery Act Allocations as of 31 DEC 09 $ 0 

Allocation for FY 2010 $ 10,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 $ 0 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Transition on-going study from this Section 205 Continuing 
Authorities Program to Investigation Appropriations Account. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : N/A 

OTHER INFORMATION : N/A 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Latta (OH-05), Voinovich (OH), Brown (OH) 


Division: Great Lakes and Ohio River District; Buffalo Blanchard River, Ottawa, OH 
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FACT SHEET 

CONTINUING AUTHORITIES PROGRAM 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE : Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 

PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Chagrin River, Eastlake, OH 

AUTHORIZATION : Section 205 of the 1948 Flood Control Act (P.L. 80-858), as 
amended 

LOCATION : This project is located along the shores of Lake Erie, approximately 15 
miles northeast of Cleveland, OH. 

DESCRIPTION : The project would provide for local protection from flooding by the 
construction or improvement of flood control works such as levees, channels, and dams. 


FY 2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA Study 

Estimated Federal Cost $ 500,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost $ 400,000 

Cash $ 0 

Other $ 0 

Total Estimated Cost $ 900,000 

Allocation thru FY 2008 $ 1 00,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 $ 0 

Recovery Act Allocations as of 31 DEC 09 $ 0 

Allocation for FY 201 0 $ 50,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 $ 350,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Sign a Feasibility Cost Sharing Agreement with the non-Federal 
sponsor. City of Eastlake, Ohio and start the Feasibility study, 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : FY 2013 for Feasibility 

OTHER INFORMATION : In July 2006, six counties, including Cuyahoga County, were 
declared eligible to receive disaster assistance. Over 100 homes and businesses were 
impacted by the floodwaters. This area received a National Disaster Declaration status 
in 2006. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : LaTourette (OH-14), Voinovich (OH), Brown (OH) 


Division: Great Lakes and Ohio River District: Buffalo Chagrin River, Eastlake, OH 


1 February 2010 


LRD - 33 


54862B 


03/19/2010 



2619 


FACT SHEET 

CONTINUING AUTHORITIES PROGRAM 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE : Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 
PROJECT/STUDY NAME : City of Independence, OH 

AUTHORIZATION : Section 205 of the 1948 Flood Control Act (P.L. 80-858), as 
amended 

LOCATION : The project is located in Cuyahoga County approximately 1 1 miles 
southwest of Cleveland, OH. 

DESCRIPTION : Repeated overbank flooding of the Cuyahoga River has caused 
damages to the commercial and industrial businesses which operate in the city. Heavy 
flooding in July 2006 resulted in a Presidential Disaster Declaration for the area, 
precipitating a Flood Damage Reduction study request. 


SUMMARiZED FINANCIAL DATA 
Estimated Federal Cost $ 

Estimated Non-Federai Cost $ 

Cash 
Other 

Total Estimated Cost $ 

Allocation thru FY 2008 
Allocation for FY 2009 
Recovery Act Allocations as of 31 DEC 09 $ 0 

Allocation tor FY 201 0 $ 1 1 0,000 

Baiance to Compiete after FY 2010 3 261,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% NfA 

FY 2010 ACTIViTiES : Primary activities Include Hydraulics and Hydrology analysis and 
preiiminary Environmental Analysis preparations. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : FY 2012 tor Feasibility 

OTHER INFORMATION : Feasibility Cost Sharing Agreement signed in October 
2008,Work completed in this study is closely coordinated with a similar study being 
performed for an adjoining community; Village of Valley View, OH. 

CONGRESSiONAL INTEREST : Kucinich (OH-10), Voinovich (OH), Brown (OH) 


FY 2010 
Study 

500.000 

400.000 
TBD 
TBD 

900.000 

$ 100,000 
$ 29,000 


Division: Great Lakes and Ohio River District: Buffalo City of Independence, OH 
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FACT SHEET 

CONTINUING AUTHORITIES PROGRAM 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE : Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 

PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Cuyahoga River, Bath Road, Akron, OH 

AUTHORIZATION : Section 14 of the 1946 Flood Control Act (P.L. 79-526), as amended 

LOCATION : Along the Cuyahoga River, adjacent to Bath Road in Akron, Summit 
County, OH, near the river’s confluence with Yellow Creek. 

DESCRIPTION : Erosion affects 750 feet of the Cuyahoga River adjacent to Bath Road. 
The draft decision document recommends the construction of stabilization measures 
along the eroded portion of the Cuyahoga River. 


FY2010 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 

Construction 

Estimated Federal Cost 

$ 

750,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 

$ 

263,000 

Cash 


TBD 

Other 


TBD 

Total Estimated Cost $ 

1 

,013,000 

Allocation thru FY 2008 

$ 

0 

Allocation for FY 2009 

$ 

0 

Recovery Act Allocations as of 31 DEC 09 

$ 

0 

Allocation for FY 2010 

$ 

20,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 

$ 

730,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 


N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Work with city of Akron, OH to sign a Project Partnership 
Agreement. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : FY 201 1 for Design and 
Implementation 

OTHER INFORMATION : N/A 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Ryan (OH-17), Voinovich (OH), Brown (OH) 


Division: Great Lakes and Ohio River District: Buffalo Cuyahoga River, Bath Road, OH 
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FACT SHEET 

CONTINUING AUTHORITIES PROGRAM 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE : Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 
PROJECT/STUDY NAME : City of Brecksville, OH 

AUTHORIZATION : Section 205 of the 1948 Flood Control Act (P.L. 80-858), as 
amended 

LOCATION : The project is located at Vaughn Road between Riverview Road and Ohio 
and Erie Canal Towpath Trail along the Cuyahoga River in Brecksville, Cuyahoga 
County, OH. 

DESCRIPTION : Bank erosion along the Cuyahoga River is jeopardizing Vaughn Road. 
The study would investigate flood reduction alternatives at the site. 


FY2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA Study 

Estimated Federal Cost $ 100,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost $ 0 

Cash $ 0 

Other $ 0 

Total Estimated Cost $ 100,000 

Allocation thru FY 2008 $ 0 

Allocation for FY 2009 $ 15,000 

Recovery Act Aliocations as of 31 DEC 09 $ 0 

Allocation for FY 2010 $ 85,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 $ 0 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Determine if a Federal interest exists in pursuing a project, and 
sign a Feasibility Cost Sharing Agreement (FCSA) with the non-Federal sponsor. City of 
Brecksville, OH. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : FY 2014 for Feasibility 
OTHER INFORMATION : None 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Kucinich (OH-10), Voinovich (OH), Brown (OH) 


Division: Great Lakes and Ohio River District; Buffalo 


City of Brecksville, OH 


1 February 2010 


LRD - 36 


54862B 


03/19/2010 



2622 


FACT SHEET 

CONTINUING AUTHORITIES PROGRAM 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE : Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 

PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Limestone Creek, Fayetteville, NY 

AUTHORIZATION : Section 205 of the 1948 Flood Control Act (P.L. 80-858), as 
amended. 


LOCATION : Limestone Creek, central New York in the town of Manlius and village of 
Fayetteville, both suburbs of Syracuse, NY. 


DESCRIPTION : Frequent overbank flooding affects a number of residences and the 
Fayetteville Mall. A study will determine if sufficient flood damages exist to justify a 
Federal flood control project along Limestone Creek. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 
Estimated Federal Cost $ 
Estimated Non-Federal Cost $ 
Cash 
Other 

Total Estimated Cost $ 


FY2010 

Study 

350.000 

250.000 
$ 0 

$ 0 

600.000 


Allocation thru FY 2008 $ 100,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 $ 0 

Recovery Act Allocations as of 31 DEC 09 $ 0 

Allocation for FY 2010 $ 50,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 $ 200,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Sign a Feasibility Cost Sharing Agreement with the non-Federal 
sponsor. New York State Department of Environmental Conservation and start 
Feasibility study. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : FY 2012 for Feasibility 


OTHER INFORMATION : Under New York State law, the non-Federal sponsor must be 
the NYSDEC. A flood prevention study and accompanying environmental impact 
statement for Limestone Creek was conducted in 1990. The project was not built at that 
time due to the lack of funds on the part of the non-Federal partner. 


CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Maffei (NY-25), Schumer (NY), Gillibrand (NY) 


Division: Great Lakes and Ohio River District; Buffalo Limestone Creek, Fayetteville, NY 
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FACT SHEET 

CONTINUING AUTHORITIES PROGRAM 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS LINE : Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 

PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Magazine Branch, Charleston, WV 

AUTHORIZATION : Flood Control Act of 1948 (P.L. 80-858), Section 205, as amended. 

LOCATION : Magazine Branch is located on and around Garrison Avenue, which is adjacent to 
Magazine Branch, Kanawha County, Charieston, WV. 

DESCRiPTION : The Garrison Avenue area has a long history of flooding. In June of 2003 
Garrison Avenue experienced flooding that caused over $1 million in damages to nearly 90 
residences and city infrastructure. In 1961, Garrison Avenue was also the site of what is 
considered the worst disaster in Charleston history when rushing flood waters killed 22 people, 
destroyed numerous homes, and caused over $3 million dollars in damages. A complete 
hydrologic & hydraulic flood damage analysis and a preliminary economic assessment 
determined that a flood control project consisting of nonstructural flood damage reduction 
measures including floodproofing and floodplain evaluation is economically justified. During the 
feasibility study, other alternatives will be evaluated to identify the most feasible solution to the 
flooding probiem. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 


FY2010 

Study 

Estimated Federal Cost 

$ 

200,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 

$ 

100,000 

Cash 

$ 

25,000 

Other 

$ 

75,000 

Total Estimated Cost 

$ 

300,000 

Allocation thru FY 2008 

$ 

99,000 

Aliocation for FY 2009 

$ 

1,000 

Recovery Act Allocations as of 31 DEC 09 

$ 

0 

Allocation for FY 2010 

$ 

100,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 

$ 

0 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 


TBD 


FY 2010 ACTIViTIES : Prepare and execute feasibility cost sharing agreement with the City of 
Charieston and continue feasibility phase, 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : FY 201 1 for feasibility. 

OTHER INFORMATION : N/A 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Byrd (WV), Rockefeller IV (WV), Capita (WV-03). 


)ivision: Great Lakes and Ohio River District: Huntington Magazine Branch, Charieston, WV 


1 February 2010 LRD-38 


54862B 
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FACT SHEET 

CONTINUING AUTHORITIES PROGRAM 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS LINE : Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 

PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Metro Center Levee, Nashville, TN 

AUTHORIZATION : Section 205, 1948 FCA (PL 80-858), as amended. 

LOCATION : Metro Center is a 1 ,000-acre commercial and industrial development 
located along the Cumberland River near downtown Nashville, Tennessee. 

DESCRIPTION : A 2.8-mile long levee that protects Metro Center from flooding by the 
Cumberland River was originally constructed in the early 1970's by a private contractor. 
A joint inspection of the levee in 1993 by Corps and Metro Nashville officials revealed 
levee deficiencies that could lead to failure if not corrected. Construction was completed 
as a Corps project in 2004. This included increasing the height of the levee, performing 
streambank stabilization, and adding a backup sluice gate to provide a 99% chance of 
containing the 100-year flood. A preliminary levee inspection on 29 Nov 2007 revealed 
that the project would not pass inspection for levee certification due to design 
deficiencies. The current Federal project will address those design deficiencies. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 
Estimated Federal Cost $ 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost $ 

Cash $ 

Other 

Total Estimated Cost $ 

Allocation thru FY 2008 $ 

Allocation for FY 2009 

Recovery Act Allocations as of 31 DEC 

Allocation for FY 2010 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 

FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Complete plans 
advertise construction contract. 


FY2010 

Construction 

5.811.000 

3.259.000 

2.544.000 
$ 715,000 

9.070.000 

5.153.000 
$ 0 
$ 0 
$ 658,000 
$ 0 

6.93 

specifications, certify real estate, and 


EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE: FY201 1 for construction. 


OTHER INFORMATION : Design deficiencies of 2001 Federal project increased total 
project cost by approximately $1 ,500,000. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Cooper (TN-05) 


ivision: Great Lakes and Ohio River District: Nashville Metro Center Levee, Nashville, TN 


1 February 2010 


LRD - 39 
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FACT SHEET 

CONTINUING AUTHORITIES PROGFfAM 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE : Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 
PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Old Fort Niagara. NY 

AUTHORIZATION : Section 14 of the 1946 Flood Control Act (P.L. 79-526), as 
amended. 

LOCATION : Old Fort Niagara is located in Youngstown, New York, about 20 miles north 
of Niagara Falls, NY at the confluence of the Niagara River and Lake Ontario. 

DESCRIPTION : Due to the age and exposure of the fort seawalls, they are 
experiencing significant deterioration and erosion. This project will evaluate alternatives 
for restoring the current shore protection structures. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 
Estimated Federal Cost $ 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost $ 

Cash 
Other 

Total Estimated Cost $ 

Allocation thru FY 2008 
Allocation for FY 2009 
Recovery Act Allocation as of 31 DEC 09 $ 0 

Allocation for FY 2010 $100,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 $ 100,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% N/A 

FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Sign a Feasibility Cost Sharing Agreement with the non-Federal 
sponsor. New York State Department of Environmental Conservation and initiative the 
Feasibility study. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : FY 2012 for Feasibility 
OTHER INFORMATION : N/A 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Slaughter (NY-28), Schumer (NY), Gillibrand (NY) 


FY 2010 
Study 

300.000 

200.000 

$ 0 

$ 0 

500,000 

$ 100,000 

$ 0 


Division: Great Lakes and Ohio River District: Buffalo 


Old Fort Niagara, NY 


1 February 2010 


LRD - 40 
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FACT SHEET 

CONTINUING AUTHORITIES PROGRAM 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS LINE : Flood and Coastal Stornt Damage Reduction 

PROJECT/STUDY NAME : City of Salamanca, Cattaraugus County, NY 

AUTHORIZATION : Section 14 of the Flood Control Act of 1946 (P.L 79-526), as 
amended 

LOCATION : The project area is located on the left bank of the Allegheny River within 
the corporate limits of City of Salamanca, Cattaraugus County, New York. 

DESCRIPTION : Erosion is threatening the structural integrity of Front Avenue along the 
left bank of the Allegheny River for a distance of approximately 500 linear feet. The 
erosion mechanism appears to be bank scour that occurs during high water events. 
Design will stabilize the bank with stone protection, gabion baskets, and erosive 
resistant vegetation and will also consider more environmentally favorable methods in 
order to minimize removal of existing trees. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 


FY 2010 
Design & 
Implementation 


Estimated Federal Cost $ 620,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost $ 280,000 

Cash TBD 

Other TBD 

Total Estimated Cost $ 900,000 

Allocation thru FY 2008 $ 1 91 ,700 

Allocation for FY 2009 $ 0 

Recovery Act Allocation as of 31 DEC 09 $ 0 

Allocation for FY 201 0 $ 300,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 $ 128,300 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Complete design for project and resolve real estate and project 
partnership agreement issues with the Seneca Nation of Indians. 


EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : 2010 for completion of 
project design and execution of a Project Partnership Agreement (PPA) 


OTHER INFORMATION : Although the City of Salamanca is the project sponsor, the 
project is located within the Allegheny Indian Reservation boundary. Potentially lengthy 
negotiation and coordination with the Seneca Nation of Indians will be required in order 
to execute a PPA and real estate instruments required for construction. 


CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Massa (NY-29) 


Division: Great Lakes and Ohio River District: Pittsburgh 


City of Salamanca, NY 


1 February 201 0 


LRD - 41 
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FACT SHEET 

CONTINUING AUTHORITIES PROGRAM 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE : Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 
PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Swan Creek. South Toledo, OH 

AUTHORIZATION : Section 14 of the 1946 Flood Control Act (P.L. 79-526), as amended 

LOCATION : City of Toledo, Lucas County, Ohio. Nelson Avenue, which is on the 
opposite side of the existing Swan Creek Flood Damage Reduction Project. 

DESCRIPTION : Bank erosion along Swan Creek is jeopardizing Nelson Avenue. The 
study would investigate alternatives for streambank stabilization at the site. 


FY2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA Study 

Estimated Federal Cost $ 300,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost $ 200,000 

Cash $ 0 

Other $ 0 

Total Estimated Cost $ 500,000 

Allocation thru FY 2008 $ 25,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 $ 75,000 

Recovery Act Allocations as of 31 DEC 09 $ 0 

Allocation for FY 2010 $ 25,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 $ 175,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Sign a Feasibility Cost Sharing Agreement with the City of 
Toledo, OH;begin the detailed project report which presents measures, cost estimates, 
and selects an alternative to stabilize the bank erosion. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : FY 2012 for Feasibility 
OTHER INFORMATION : N/A 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Kaptur (OH-09), Voinovich (OH), Brown (OH) 


1 February 2010 


LRD - 42 
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FACT SHEET 

CONTINUING AUTHORITIES PROGRAM 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE : Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 


PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Swannanoa River Watershed, NC 
AUTHORIZATION : Section 205, 1948 FCA (PL 80-858), as amended. 
LOCATION : Swannanoa River, Asheville, Buncombe County, NC 


DESCRIPTION : Western North Carolina experienced millions of dollars in damages 
from the remnants of Hurricanes Frances and Ivan in September 2004. The storms 
caused 1 1 fatalities, over $54M in damages to public facilities alone and significant 
damage to the businesses in the Biitmore Village portion of Asheville. This study is 
evaluating measures to reduce flood damages from the Swannanoa River In Asheville. 


FY 2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA Feasibility 

Estimated Federal Cost $ 1,000,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost $ 900,000 

Cash $ 100,000 

Other $ 800,000 

Total Estimated Cost $ 1,900,000 


Allocation thru FY 2008 $ 182,461 

Allocation for FY 2009 $ 50,000 

Recovery Act Allocations as of 31 DEC 09 $ 0 

Allocation for FY 2010 $ 400,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 $ 367,539 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% TBD 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Continue cost-share phase of feasibility. Initiate the development 
of a draft Detailed Project Report recommerKflng the design and construction of specific 
flood damage reduction alternatives. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : FY201 1 for Feasibility 


OTHER INFORMATION: N/A 


CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Shuler (NC-11) 


Division: Great Lakes and Ohio River District: Nashville Swannanoa River Watershed, NC 


1 February 2010 


LRD-43 
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FACT SHEET 

CONTINUING AUTHORITIES PROGRAM 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE : Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 

PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Thatcher Brook, Gowanda, NY 

AUTHORIZATION : Section 205 of the 1948 Flood Control Act (P.L 80-858), as 
amended 

LOCATION : In the village of Gowanda, Erie County, NY approximately 29 miles south 
of Buffalo, NY. 

DESCRIPTION : Continual overbank flooding of Thatcher Brook causes damages to 
over 70 homes in Gowanda.A study would identify measures to reduce the impacts of 


future flood events. 

FY2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA Study 

Estimated Federal Cost $ 100,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost $ 0 

Cash $ 0 

Other $ 0 

Total Estimated Cost $ 100,000 

Allocation thru FY 2008 $ 20,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 $ 0 

Recovery Act Allocations as of 31 December 09 $ 0 

Allocation for FY 2010 $ 80,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 201 0 $ 0 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Federal interest determination. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : FY 2014 for Feasibility 

OTHER INFORMATION : Severe flooding in June of 1 998 precipitated a Flood Damage 
Reduction study request. Subsequent flooding in 2009 reaffirmed non-Federal interest. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Kucinich (OH-IO), Voinovich (OH), Brown (OH) 


1 February 2010 
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FACT SHEET 

CONTINUING AUTHORITIES PROGRAM 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE : Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 
PROJECT/STUDY NAME : City of Valley View, OH 

AUTHORIZATiON : Section 205 of the 1948 Flood Control Act (P.L. 80-858), as 
amended 

LOCATION : Village of Valley View in Cuyahoga County approximately 1 1 miles 
southwest of the City of Cleveland, OH. 

DESCRIPTION : Heavy flooding of the Cuyahoga River in July 2006 resulted in a 
Presidential Disaster Declaration for the area, precipitating a Flood Damage Reduction 
study request. 


FY2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA Study 

Estimated Federal Cost $ 500,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost $ 400,000 

Cash $ 0 

Other $ 0 

Total Estimated Cost $ 900,000 

Allocation thru FY 2008 $ 1 00,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 $ 9,000 

Recovery Act Allocations as of 31 DEC 09 $ 0 

Allocation for FY 201 0 $ 90,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 $ 301 ,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Primary activities include Hydraulics and Hydrology analysis and 
preliminary Environmental Analysis. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : FY 2012 for Feasibility 

OTHER INFORMATION : Feasibility Cost Sharing Agreement signed in October 
2008.Work completed in this study is closely coordinated with a similar study being 
performed for an adjoining community; Independence, OH. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Kucinich (OH-10), Voinovich (OH), Brown (OH) 


'ision: Great Lakes and Ohio River District: Buffalo 


City of Valley View, OH 


1 February 2010 
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NAVIGATION 


1 February 2010 


LRD - 46 
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INVESTIGATIONS 


1 February 2010 


LRD - 47 
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FACT SHEET 
INVESTIGATIONS 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE : Navigation 

PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Greenup Locks and Dam, OH. KY 

AUTHORIZATION : Water Resources Development Act of 2000 (P.L. 106-541), Section 
101(b)(15). 

LOCATION : The locks are located on the left descending bank of the Ohio River (River Mile 
341 .0) in Greenup County, Kentucky approximately 24 miles downstream of the confluence of 
the Big Sandy River. 

DESCRIPTION : The Greenup plan of improvement includes a 600-foot extension of the existing 
600-foot auxiliary lock to provide an overall length of 1 ,200 feet, extension of the downstream 
guide wail, filling and emptying system improvements, installation of a miter gate quick change 
out system, a dry dock for off-site construction and environmental mitigation measures. A 
supplemental filling and emptying system will be incorporated to prevent unbalanced filling and 
emptying of the lock chamber and to maintain the existing fill and empty times for the lock 
extension. Improvements include fabrication of a new miter gate, construction of an on-shore 
gate storage and maintenance structure, and modification to all other existing miter gates to 
facilitate change out. Environmental mitigation for terrestrial habitat losses includes restoration 
of 139 acres of riparian forest habitat, open field habitat, and river bank habitat. Aquatic habitat 
losses will be compensated by construction of habitat structures. 


FY 2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA Study 

Estimated Federal Cost $ 13,264,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost $ 0 

Cash $ 0 

Other $ 0 

Total Estimated Cost $ 13,264,000 

Allocation thru FY 2008 $ 8,729,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 $ 335,000 

Recovery Act Allocation as of 31 DEC 09 $ 0 

Allocation for FY 2010 $ 448,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 $ 3,752,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 4.7 


FY 201 0 ACTIVITIES : Continue detailed design of lock extension. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : FY 2010 for Planning, Engineering 
and Design. 

OTHER INFORMATION : N/A 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : McConnell (KY). Bunning (KY), Voinovich (OH), Brown (OH), 

Davis (KY-04), Wilson (OH-06) 

Division: Great Lakes and Ohio River District: Huntington Greenup Locks and Dam, OH, KY 

1 February 2010 LRD-48 
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CONSTRUCTION 


1 February 2010 
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FACT SHEET 
CONSTRUCTION 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE : Navigation 
PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Chickamauga Lock, TN 

AUTHORIZATION : Section 1 14 of the FY 2003 Energy & Water Development 
Appropriations Bill, P.L. 108-7. 

LOCATION : Chickamauga Lock is located seven miles upstream of Chattanooga, 
Tennessee on the Tennessee River at Mile 471.0. 

DESCRIPTION : Construct a new 1 10' X 600’ lock rivenward and adjacent to the existing 
lock. The existing lock has structural problems that result from ongoing alkali aggregate 
reaction that cause the concrete to physically expand and this is threatening the 
structural Integrity of the lock. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 

Estimated Federal Cost 
Estimated iWTF Cost 
Total Estimated Cost $ 

Allocation thru FY 2008 

Allocation for FY 2009 

Recovery Act Allocations as of 31 D 

Allocation for FY 2010 

Baiance to Complete after FY 201 0 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 


FY 2010 
Construction 

$ 195,950,000 
$ 195,950,000 
391,900,000 

$ 93,775,000 
$ 37,354,000 
09 $ 62,391,900 

$ 1,000,000 
$ 197,379,100 
6.0 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Continue construction of the cofferdam. Recovery Act funds are 
being used to award a guidewall fabrication contract. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : N/A 


OTHER INFORMATION : Reliability problems from concrete growth is causing lock 
failure. Existing lock closure before new lock is constructed will shut off 318 miles of 
river above Chattanooga, including river access to Knoxville and Oak Ridge, TN. 
Considerable river use for military and rocket booster shipments expected to increase. 
Oversized nuclear steam generators and components of $1 .7 billion dollar Spallation 
Neutron Source Program at Oak Ridge National Laboratory moved by water 
transportation. Boeing Plant shipments have national security impacts. The Tennessee 
Valley Authority heavily uses barge transportation to service hydroelectric, coal, steam 
and nuclear plants. 


CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Wamp (TN-03), Corker (TN), Alexander (TN), 
Duncan (TN-02) 


Division: Great Lakes and Ohio River District: Nashville 


Chickamauga Lock, TN 


1 February 2010 
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FACT SHEET 
CONSTRUCTION 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE : Navigation 

PROJECT/STUDY NAME : New York Canal System, NY 

AUTHORIZATION : Section 1 1 05 of the Water Resources Development Act of 1 986 
(P.L. 99-662), Section 553 of the Water Resources Development Act of 1996, as 
amended (P.L, 104-303) and Section 341 of the Water Resources Development Act of 
1999, as amended (P.L. 106-53) 

LOCATION : The New York State Canal System includes the Erie, Oswego, Champlain, 
and Cayuga-Seneca Canals. The system consists of 524 miles of navigable channels 
with 56 locks connecting the cities of Albany, Syracuse, Rochester, and Buffalo, NY. 


DESCRIPTION : Reimbursement program to the State of New York for 50% of the costs 
of operating, maintaining and rehabilitating the New York State Canal System. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 
Estimated Federal Cost $ 

Estimated Non-Federai Cost $ 
Cash 
Other 

Total Estimated Cost $ 


FY2010 
Construction 
5,000,000 (annually) 

5.000. 000 
$ 5,000,000 
$ 0 

10.000. 000 (annually) 


Allocation thru FY 2008 

Allocation for FY 2009 

Recovery Act Allocations as of 31 DEC 09 

Allocation for FY 2010 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 


$ 8,587,000 
$ 0 

$ 0 

$ 460,000 
$ 5,000,000 (annually) 
N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Reimbursement for 50% of the costs of operating, maintaining 
and rehabilitating the New York State Canal System up to a maximum of $460,000. 


EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : N/A 


OTHER INFORMATION : The Federal contribution to the costs of rehabilitating the New 
York State Barge Canal shall be limited in any fiscal year to the lesser of $5,000,000 or 
50% of the expenditures in that fiscal year. 


CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Owens (NY-23), Arcuri (NY-24), Maffei (NY-25), Lee 
(NY-26), Higgins (NY-27), Slaughter (NY-28), Schumer (NY), Gillibrand (NY) 


vision: Great Lakes and Ohio River District: Buffalo New York Canal System, NY 


1 February 2010 
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FACT SHEET 
CONSTRUCTION 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE : Navigation 

PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Replacement Lock, Sault Ste Marie, Ml 

AUTHORIZATION : Section 1 149, Water Resources Development Act of 1986 (PL 99-662), as 
amended by Section 3091 of Water Resources Development Act of 2007 (PL 1 1 0-1 14) 

LOCATION : Sault Ste Marie, Michigan, at the eastern end of the Upper Peninsula of Michigan. 

DESCRIPTION : Construction of 1 10’ by 1200’ replacement lock on the site of the existing 
Davis and Sabin Locks to provide for more efficient movement of waterborne commerce and 
system redundancy. 


FY 2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA Construction 

Estimated Federal Cost $ 580,264,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost $ 0 

Cash $ 0 

Other $ 0 

Total Estimated Cost $ 580,264,000 


Allocation thru FY 2008 $ 15,591,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 $ 1 7,000,000 

Recovery Act Allocations as of 31 DEC 09 $ 0 

Allocation for FY 2010 $969,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 $ 546,704,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 0.73 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Continue detailed design of remaining features and complete 
construction contracts awarded in FY 2009. 


EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : FY 2020 for construction. 
OTHER INFORMATION : N/A 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Levin (Ml), Stabenow (Ml), Voinovich (OH), Stupak (MI-1), 
Miller (Ml -10). Oberstar (MN-8), Obey (WI-7). Visclosky (IN-1). 


Division: Great Lakes and Ohio River 


District: Detroit 


Replacement Lock, 
Sault Ste Marie, Ml 


1 February 2010 
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CONTINUING 
AUTHORITIES PROGRAM 


1 February 2010 
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FACT SHEET 

CONTINUING AUTHORITIES PROGRAM 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE : Navigation 
PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Cooley Canal, OH 

AUTHORIZATION : Section 107 of the River and Harbor Act of 1960 (P.L. 86-645), as 
amended 

LOCATION : Cooley Canal, Lucas County, east of Toledo, OH. 

DESCRIPTION : Project requested improvement to navigation through increased 
dredging depths. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 
Estimated Federal Cost $ 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 
Cash 
Other 

Total Estimated Cost $ 

Allocation thru FY 2008 
Allocation for FY 2009 
Recovery Act Allocations as of 31 DEC 09 $ 0 

Allocation for FY 2010 $20,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 $ 0 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% N/A 

FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Prepare a termination report due to lack of a non-Federal 
Sponsor. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : N/A 

OTHER INFORMATION : Lucas County, Ohio has expressed its inability to act as the 
local non-Federal sponsor. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Kaptur (OH-09), Voinovich (OH), Brown (OH) 



$ 0 
$ 30,000 


'ision: Great Lakes and Ohio River District: Buffalo Cooley Canal, OH 


1 February 2010 
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FACT SHEET 

CONTINUING AUTHORITIES PROGRAM 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE : Navigation 

PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Grand Marais Harbor of Refuge, Grand Marais, MN 

AUTHORIZATION : Section 107, Rivers and Harbors Acts of 1960 (PL 86-645), as amended by 
Section 3094, Water Resources Development Act of 2007 (PL 110-114) 

LOCATION : Located on the north shore of Lake Superior, approximately 1 09 miles northeast 
of Duluth, Minnesota, and 34 miies south of the Canadian border. 

DESCRIPTION : In 1991 , the Minnesota Department of Natural Resources (MDNR) and the 
North Shore Management Board selected a string of 9 harbors of refuge for small boats 
navigating the north shore of Lake Superior. Grand Marias would be part of this system. 


FY 2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA Feasibility 

Estimated Federal Cost TBD 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost TBD 

Cash TBD 

Other TBD 

Total Estimated Cost TBD 

Allocation thru FY 2008 $ 32,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 $ 25,000 

Recovery Act Allocations as of 31 DEC 09 $ 0 

Allocation for FY 201 0 $ 25,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 TBD 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% TBD 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Complete the initial assessment Fact Sheet, initiate feasibility phase, 
including initiating the preparation of the Project Management Plan. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : FY201 2 for Feasibility, 

OTHER INFORMATION : WRDA 2007 allows the non-Federal Sponsor to receive credit for 
design work carried out prior to execution of the PPA, 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Franken (MN), Klobuchar (MN), Oberstar (MN-8) 


Division: Great Lakes and Ohio River District: Detroit 


Grand Marais Harbor of 
Refuge, Grand Marais, MN 


1 February 2010 
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FACT SHEET 

CONTINUING AUTHORITIES PROGRAM 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE : Navigation 

PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Grand Portage Harbor of Refuge, Grand Portage, MN 

AUTHORIZATION : Section 107, Rivers and Harbors Acts of 1960 (PL 86-645), as amended by 
Section 3095, Water Resources Development Act of 2007 (PL 1 1 0-114) 

LOCATION : Located on the north shore of Lake Superior, 5 miles south of the Canadian 
border. 

DESCRIPTION : In 1991 , the Minnesota Department of Natural Resources and the North Shore 
Management Board selected a string of 9 harbors of refuge for small boats navigating the north 
shore of Lake Superior. Grand Portage would be part of this system. 


FY 2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA Feasibility 

Estimated Federal Cost TBD 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost TBD 

Cash TBD 

Other TBD 

Total Estimated Cost TBD 

Allocation thru FY 2008 $ 67,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 $ 0 

Recovery Act Allocations as of 31 DEC 09 $ 0 

Allocation for FY 2010 $25,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 TBD 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% TBD 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Continue feasibility phase including preparation of Project Management 
Plan and negotiation of Feasibility Cost Share Agreement. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : FY201 2 for Feasibility. 

OTHER INFORMATION : WRDA 2007 allows the non-Federal Sponsor to receive credit for 
design work carried out prior to execution of the PPA. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Franken (MN), Klobuchar (MN), Oberstar (MN-8) 


Division: Great Lakes and Ohio River 


District: Detroit 


Grand Portage Harbor of 
Refuge, Grand Portage, MN 
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FACT SHEET 

CONTINUING AUTHORITIES PROGRAM 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE : Navigation 
PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Two Harbors, MN 

AUTHORIZATION : Section 107, Rivers and Harbors Acts of 1960 (P.L. 86-645), as amended 
by Section 3101, Water Resources Development Act of 2007 (P.L. 110-114) 

LOCATION : Located on the north shore of Lake Superior, 27 miles northeast of Duluth, MN. 

DESCRIPTION : In 1991, the Minnesota Department of Natural Resources and the North Shore 
Management Board selected a string of 9 harbors of refuge for small boats navigating the north 
shore of Lake Superior. Two Harbors would be part of this system. . 


FY 

2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 

Feasibilitv 

Estimated Federal Cost 

$ 669,500 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 

TBD 

Cash 

TBD 

Other 

TBD 

Total Estimated Cost 

TBD 

Allocation thru FY 2008 

$519,500 

Allocation for FY 2009 

$ 25,000 

Recovery Act Allocations as of 31 DEC 2009 

$0 

Allocation for FY 2010 

$ 25,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 

$ 100,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 

TBD 


'' Based on revised authorization, estimated non-Federal costs and associated credits will be 
evaluated on work completed to date. 

FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Funds will be used to negotiate and execute the Feasibility Cost Share 
Agreement. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : FY201 2 for Feasibility. 

OTHER INFORMATION : N/A 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Franken (MN), Klobuchar (MN), Oberstar (MN-8) 


Division: Great Lakes and Ohio River District: Detroit 


Two Harbors, MN 
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ENVIRONMENT 
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INVESTIGATIONS 
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FACT SHEET 
INVESTIGATIONS 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS LINE : Environment 

PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Clinch River Watershed, VA 

AUTHORIZATION : House Committee on Transportation and Infrastructure Resolution 
dated 27 September 2000 

LOCATION : The Clinch River Watershed encompasses several counties in western VA. 

DESCRIPTION : Impacts from coal mines constructed prior to the 1977 Surface Mining 
Control and Reclamation Act have degraded the watershed’s ecosystem and are a 
concern for both Virginia and Tennessee. The Clinch River is the Nature Conservancy's 
top national priority because of its number of Federally protected species and its 
diversity of ecosystems. While a holistic watershed approach is prefemed and in the 
Federal interest, a non-Federal sponsor is currently only available for ecosystem 
restoration. The 905(b) report was approved in September 2004 and determined there 
is a Federal interest in pursuing ecosystem restoration independently of the other water 
resource challenges in the watershed such as flooding. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 
Estimated Federal Cost $ 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost $ 

Cash 
Other 

Total Estimated Cost $ 

Allocation thru FY 2008 
Allocation for FY 2009 
Recovery Act Allocations as of 31 DEC 09 $ 0 

Allocation for FY 2010 $ 90,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 $ 914,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% TBD 

FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Prepare Peer Review Plan, negotiate and execute Feasibility 
Cost Share Agreement, and continue feasibility study on Guest River portion of the 
watershed. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : FY 2012 for feasibility 

OTHER INFORMATION : The Clinch River Watershed will be divided into separable 
stand alone sub-watershed feasibility studies. The first to be studied is the Guest River 
basin. The Virginia Department of Mines, Minerals, and Energy is the likely sponsor. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Boucher (VA-09) 


FY2010 

Study 

1,100,000 

1,100,000 

TBD 

TBD 

2,200,000 

$ 0 
$ 96,000 
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FACT SHEET 
INVESTIGATIONS 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE : Environment 
PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Grand River at Lansing, Ml 

AUTHORIZATION : Committee o n Transportation and Infrastructur e Resolutio n, Docket No. 
2679, adopted May 22, 2002 

LOCATION : Lansing, Ml, central, southern portion of the Lower Peninsula within Clinton, 

Eaton, and Ingham Counties. 

DESCRIPTION : The study area includes an 8 mile corridor along the Grand River in the City of 
Lansing, Michigan. The Grand River is the longest river in Michigan, winding 250 miles from 
Jackson to Lake Michigan. The Grand River Watershed is the largest watershed in the State of 
Michigan. The purpose of the study is to prepare a master plan to identify and develop 
measures for flood control, shoreline protection, environmental restoration and protection, 
recreation and associated purposes. 

FY 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 
Estimated Federal Cost 
Estimated Non-Federal Cost 
Cash 
Other 

Total Estimated Cost 


Allocation thru FY 2008 $ 124,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 $ 48,000 

Recovery Act Allocations as of 31 DEC 09 $ 0 

Allocation for FY 2010 $90,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 201 0 $ 275,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Complete Project Management Plan, negotiate and execute a feasibility 
cost share agreement with the City of Lansing as the non-Federal sponsor, and initiate the 
Feasibility Study. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : FY 2012 for Feasibility 
OTHER INFORMATION : N/A 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Levin (Ml), Stabenow (Ml), Rogers (MI-8) 


2010 
Study 
$ 537,000 
$ 365,000 
$ 365,000 
$0 

$ 902,000 


Division: Great Lakes and Ohio River District: Detroit Grand River at Lansing, Ml 
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FACT SHEET 
INVESTIGATIONS 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE : Environment 

PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Great Lakes Remedial Action Plans (RAP) and Sediment Remediation 
program 

AUTHORIZATION : Section 401(a) WRDA 1990, as amended 

LOCATION : Illinois, Indiana, Michigan, Minnesota, New York, Ohio, Pennsylvania, and Wisconsin 

DESCRIPTION : 43 Areas of Concern (AOCs) have been identified by the U.S.-Canada Great Lakes 
Water Quality Agreement where the beneficial uses of the Great Lakes ecosystem are impaired. This 
program is a critical part of the Administration's Great Lakes Restoration Initiative (GLRI) and provides 
technical support to states and local groups for the development and implementation of Remedial Action 
Plans at the Great Lakes AOCs. RAP support has included planning and design of projects for sediment 
cleanup, habitat restoration, pollution source control, and monitoring of completed restoration projects. 


FY 2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA Study 

Estimated Federal Cost N/A 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost N/A 

Cash N/A 

Other N/A 

Total Estimated Cost N/A 

Allocation thm 2008 $6,749,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 $ 1,1 95,000 

Recovery Act Allocations as of 31 Dec 2009 $ 0 

Allocation for FY 201 0 $ 3,407,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 N/A 

Benefit to Cost Ratio Applicable rate (7%) N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Provide RAP support through existing cost sharing agreements at the following 
AOCs: Clinton River, Ml: Saginaw Bay, Ml; St. Louis River, MN/WI; Niagara River, NY; Eighteenmile 
Creek, NY, and; Maumee River, OH, Districts are negotiating additional agreements for RAP support at 
several other AOCs. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : N/A 

OTHER INFORMATION : The RAP Program supports the delisting of AOCs which is a key metric of the 
Administration's GLRI. RAP technical support has planned and designed four sediment cleanup projects 
that were subsequently implemented under EPA's Legacy Act program 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Levin (Ml), Stabenow (Ml), Voinovich (OH), and more than 40 other 
Members whose state or districts include one or more of the Great Lakes Areas of Concern. 


Division: Great Lakes and Ohio River 


District; Detroit (Lead) 


Great Lakes RAP 
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FACT SHEET 
INVESTIGATIONS 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE : Environment 

PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Hocking River Basin, Monday Creek, OH 

AUTHORIZATION : Water Resource Development Act of 2007 (P.L. 110-114), Section 1001 
(37) 

LOCATION : Monday Creek, a tributary of the Hocking River, encompasses 116 square miles of 
Perry, Athens, and Hocking Counties near Nelsonville in southeastern Ohio. 

DESCRIPTION : The feasibility study recommends the construction of over 200 ecosystem 
restoration treatments within the Monday Creek Watershed to remove over 3,000 tons of acid 
load per year. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 
Estimated Federal Cost 
Estimated Non-Federal Cost 
Cash 
Other 

Total Estimated Cost 

Allocation thru FY 2008 
Allocation for FY 2009 
Allocation for FY 2010 
Balance to Complete after FY 2010 
Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 

FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Continuing with Preconstruction Engineering and Design (PED), 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : FY 2011 for Planning, Engineering, 
and Design 

OTHER INFORMATION : Implementation guidance for the authorizing language states that, "no 
work shall be conducted on lands in the Wayne National Forest unless the Department of 
Agriculture provides funds for such work.” Since 67% of the 178 projects fall on United States 
Forest Service (USFS) lands, the Corps is negotiating with the USFS and Ohio Department of 
Natural Resources on how best to proceed with the PED phase. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Voinovich (OH), Brown (OH), Austria (OH-07), Wilson (OH- 
06), Space (OH-18) 


FY2010 
Study 
$ 690,000 
$ 230,000 
$ 230,000 
$ 0 
$ 920,000 

$ 292,000 
$ 335,000 
$ 56,000 

$ 7,000 


Division: Great Lakes and Ohio River District: Huntington 


Hocking River Basin, 
Monday Creek, OH 
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FACT SHEET 
INVESTIGATIONS 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS LINE : Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 

PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Lake County Wetlands Restoration (PAS), Lake County, 
Illinois 

AUTHORIZATION : Flood Control Act of 1972 (P.L. 93-251 ), Section 22 as amended. 
Planning Assistance to States(PAS) Program 

LOCATION : Lake County, IL. 

DESCRIPTION : The purpose of this project is to evaluate each watershed (Des Plaines 
River, Fox River, North Branch Chicago River, and Lake Michigan watershed) within 
Lake County and identify the watershed experiencing the most flood damage, identify 
the largest wetlands and forest preserve property adjacent to residential areas, and 
identify wetlands with significant stormwater storage capacity for providing relief to areas 
that continue to experience flood damage. This work is to be done in collaboration with 
Lake County Stormwater Management Commission. 


FY 2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA Study 

Estimated Federal Cost $ 200,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost $ 200,000 

Cash $ TBD 

Other $ TBD 

Total Estimated Cost $ 400,000 

Allocation thru FY 2008 $ 0 

Allocation for FY 2009 $ 0 

Recovery Act Allocations as of 31 DEC 09 $ 0 

Allocation for FY 2010 $200,000 

Balance to Complete after 2010 $ 0 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Execute PAS Agreement and initiate study. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : Complete study in FY201 1. 
OTHER INFORMATION : N/A 
CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Durbin (IL) 


Division: Great Lakes and Ohio River District: Chicago 


Lake County Wetlands 
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FACT SHEET 
INVESTIGATIONS 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE : Environment 

PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Little Kanawha River (Wells Lock and Dam), WV 

AUTHORIZATION : Resolution of the Committee on Environmental and Public Works, U.S. Senate, 
adopted March 21, 1989. 

LOCATION : The project Is located on the Little Kanawha River in Wirt County near Elizabeth, WV, The 
Little Kanawha River Basin occupies 2,300 square miles in northwestern West Virginia. 

DESCRIPTION : The Wells Lock and Dam was originally constructed by private interests in the late 
1800's. The Corps of Engineers assumed ownership and operated the project as part of the navigations 
system for the Little Kanawha River. In the 1960’s the Corps ceased to operate the lock as a navigation 
project and turned it over to the WV Department of Natural Resources (WVDNR). Currently, the structure 
Is in extremely poor repair and the lock chamber and several of the concrete cells are in failure mode. 
When the structure fails, the pool and it's associated long term habitat will be lost, as well as the water 
intake for the town of Elizabeth (the Wirt County Seat) and the WVDNR Fish Hatchery. Additionally, the 
loss of pool will result in significant erosion and bank slips that will affect numerous homes, schools, 
businesses as well as roads and other related infrastructure. 

FY2010 


SUMMARIZEDFINANCIALDATA 


Studv 

Estimated Federal Cost 

$ 

398,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 

$ 

398,000 

Cash 

$ 

0 

Other 

$ 

398,000 

Total Estimated Cost 

$ 

796,000 

Allocation thru FY 2008 

$ 

68,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 

$ 

232,000 

Recovery Act Allocations as of 31 DEC 09 

$ 

0 

Allocation for FY 2010 

$ 

36,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 

$ 

62,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 


N/A 


1/ Reflects feasibility funds only. 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Continue Feasibility Report. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : FY 201 1 for feasibility - subject to availability 
of funds. 

OTHER INFORMATION : A feasibility cost share agreement was executed on September 30, 2008 with 
the West Virginia Department of Environmental Protection (WVDEP), the cost sharing sponsor. 

Additional stakeholders include the WV Conservation Agency, The Nature Conservancy and the Canaan 
Valley Institute. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Byrd (WV), Rockefeller (WV), Capita (WV-02), Mollohan (WV-01). 

Division: Great Lakes and Ohio River District: Huntington Little Kanawha River 

(Wells Lock and Dam), WV 
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FACT SHEET 
INVESTIGATIONS 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE: Environment 


PROJECT/STUDY NAME : New River. Claytor Lake, VA 

AUTHORIZATION : Resolution of the Committee on Public Works of the U.S. House of 
Representatives, adopted May 10, 1962 

LOCATION : Claytor Lake is located in Pulaski County near Radford, Virginia. 

DESCRIPTION : The upper portion of Claytor Lake captures entrained sediment loads from the 
New River. Primarily, in the upper 2 miles of the lake, sedimentation is the greatest along the 
inside of the relic river meander habitats. This has smothered benthic habitat, reduced water 
depths, and fisheries habitats. Initial consideration of concepts and project alternatives has 
included deep water structures, the establishment of emergent, transitional and terrestrial 
vegetation, and the construction of adjacent embayment or wetland features. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 
Estimated Federal Cost 
Estimated Non-Federal Cost 
Cash 
Other 

Total Estimated Cost 

Allocation thru FY 2008 

Allocation for FY 2009 

Recovery Act Allocations as of 31 DEC 09 

Allocation for FY 2010 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 

1/ Reflects feasibility funds only. 


FY2010 
Study 1/ 
$ 420,000 
$ 420,000 
$ 119,000 
$ 301,000 
$ 840,000 

$ 243,000 
$ 96,000 

$ 0 

$ 81,000 
$ 0 

N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Complete feasibility report, complete National Environmental Policy Act 
process and submit Final Feasibility Report for vertical review and approval. 


EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : FY 201 0 for feasibility - subject to 
completion and outcome of analysis of Hazardous, Toxic, and Radioactive Waste sampling and 
impacts. 


OTHER INFORMATION : Project schedule progress is being managed to match sponsor 
contribution of in-kind services. Cost estimate may be impacted by the outcome of the analysis 
of HTRW sampling. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Webb (VA), Warner (VA), Boucher (VA-09) 
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FACT SHEET 
INVESTIGATIONS 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE : Environment 

PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Niagara River Watershed Study 

AUTHORIZATION : Section 729 of the Water Resources Development Act (WRDA) of 1986, as 
amended 

LOCATION : The Niagara River \«atershed in Erie and Niagara Counties in western New York. 

DESCRIPTION : The purpose of the comprehensive watershed study is to develop a multi- 
agency strategic plan for recommending and implementing measures that will restore the 
beneficial uses of the Niagara River. The strategic plan will place emphasis on collaboration and 
consensus building with all relevant international. Federal, State, and local stakeholders to 
maximize implementation of actions identified in the strategic plan. Remedial Action Plan, and 
Lake Erie and Lake Ontario Lakewide Management Plans. 


FY2010 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 


Estimated Federal Cost 

$ 

750,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 

$ 

250,000 

Cash 

$ 

0 

Other 

$ 

250,000 

Total Estimated Cost 

$ 

1,000,000 

Allocation thru FY 2008 

$ 

0 

Allocation for FY 2009 

$ 

96,000 

Recovery Act Allocations as of 31 DEC 09 

$ 

0 

Allocation for FY 2010 

$ 

90,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 2011 

$ 

660,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 


N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : FY 2010 activities will include completion of the Initial Watershed 
Assessment, intended to establish a partnership to participate in determining problems, needs 
and opportunities and to research historic and current conditions and use in the watershed. 

Two public and agency workshops will be held within the geographic limits of the watershed. A 
Final Watershed Assessment will also be initiated, which will identify problems and potential 
solutions with greater specificity. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : The Initial Watershed Assessment 
will be completed in FY 2010. 

OTHER INFORMATION : N/A 

CONGRESSIONAL I NTEREST : Slaughter (NY-28), Hig gins (NY-27), Lee (NY-26), Schumer 
(NY) and Gillibrand (NY) 

Division: Great Lakes and Ohio River District: Buffalo Niagara River Watershed Study 
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FACT SHEET 
INVESTIGATIONS 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE : Environment 
PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Onondaga Lake, NY 

AUTHORIZATION : Section 573, WRDA 1999 (P.L. 106-53), as amended by Section 
131 of the Energy & Water Development Appropriations Act, 2006 (P.L. 109-103) 

LOCATION : Onondaga County, NY 

DESCRIPTION : Onondaga Lake is located in central NY, and is part of the New York 
State Barge Canal System and Oswego River System. The Buffalo District leads the 
Onondaga Lake Partnership (OLP) to promote cooperation among Federal, State, and 
local governments and organizations in the management of the environmental issues of 
Onondaga Lake and its watershed. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 
Estimated Federal Cost $ 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 
Cash 
Other 

Total Estimated Cost $ 

Allocation thru FY 2008 $ 

Allocation for FY 2009 
Recovery Act Allocation a/o 31 DEC 09 $ 93,000 

Allocation for FY 2010 $ 97,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 201 0 $ 2,395,700 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% N/A 

FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : USAGE will continue leadership and administration of the 
Partnership and active participation on all OLP committees. In addition, the Onondaga 
Lake Watershed Progress Assessment and Action Strategies (OLWPAAS) report will be 
completed. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : FY 2014 for Feasibility. 

OTHER INFORMATION : ARRA funding will be used to fund completion of a 
supplement to the OLWPAAS and to develop the 2009 State of Onondaga Lake report, 
both of which will serve a critical role in the OLP outreach program to communicate OLP 
goals, progress and future plans to the public. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Maffei (NY-25), Schumer (NY), Gillibrand (NY) 


FY2010 
Study 
7,457,000 
$ 0 

$ 0 

$ 0 

7,457,000 

4,532,300 
$ 239,000 


Division: Great Lakes and Ohio River District: Buffalo Onondaga Lake, NY 
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FACT SHEET 
INVESTIGATIONS 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS LINE : Environment 

PROJECT/STUDY NAME : South Fork of the South Branch of the Chicago River 
(Bubbly Creek), IL 

AUTHORIZATION : Section 905, Water Resources Development At 1986, Resolution by 
the Senate Committee on Environment & Public Works adopted 20 July 2005 

LOCATION : The South Fork of the South Branch of the Chicago River, know/n as 
Bubbly Creek, is a 6,600-foot long channel that begins near Racine Avenue and 38"' 
Street and flows north to the South Branch of the Chicago River. The project lies within 
the City of Chicago, Cook County, Illinois. 

DESCRIPTION : Bubbly Creek has been greatly altered through urban development and 
its ecosystem degraded by stream channelization, sediment contamination, severe 
hydrologic alterations, lack of in-stream and riparian habitat, and poor water quality. 

The project will restore flow conditions to sustain ecosystem benefits, reduce impacts of 
combined sewer overflows, reduce degradation caused by bottom sediments, restore 
natural fish and related habitat function and structure, restore diverse native plant and 
animal species, provide additional recreational opportunities and manage public access 
through the project area. 


FY 2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA Feasibility 

Estimated Federal Cost $ 1 ,425,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost $ 1 ,325,000 

Cash $ 757,000 

Other $ 568,000 

Total Estimated Cost $ 2,750,000 


Allocation thnj FY 2008 

Allocation for FY 2009 

Recovery Act Allocations as of 31 DEC 09 

Allocation for FY 2010 

Balance to Complete after 2010 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 


$ 890,000 
$ 411,000 
$ 0 
$ 90,000 

$ 34,000 

N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Continue the feasibility study, including plan formulation and 
evaluation. 


EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : Complete feasibility study by 
FY 2011, contingent upon funding. 

OTHER INFORMATION : The local sponsor is the City of Chicago Department of 
Environment. 


CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Lipinski (IL-3), Durbin (IL) 


Division: Great Lakes and Ohio River District: Chicago South Fork South Branch, Chicago 

River (Bubbly Creek) 
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CONSTRUCTION 


1 February 2010 
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FACT SHEET 
CONSTRUCTION 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE : Environment 

PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Black Lake, Ogdensburg, NY 

AUTHORIZATION : Section 104 of the Rivers and Harbors Act of 1958, as amended 
(P.L. 85-500) and Sections 103, 105, and 712 of the Water Resources Development Act 
of 1986 (P.L. 99-662). 

LOCATION : Black Lake is located along the St. Lawrence River in Ogdensburg, NY. 

DESCRIPTION : Black Lake is a narrow, shallow lake with a surface area of 7,761 acres 
through which the Indian River flows. It is an important recreational boating and fishing 
resource and, in recent years, significant increases in aquatic vegetation have been 
observed in the lake. 


FY2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA Study 

Estimated Federal Cost $ 1 00,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost $ 0 

Cash $ 0 

Other $ 0 

Total Estimated Cost $ 100,000 


Allocation thru FY 2008 

Allocation for FY 2009 

Recovery Act Allocations as of 31 DEC 09 

Allocation for FY 2010 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 


$ 0 

$ 0 

$ 0 

$ 100,000 
$ 0 

N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Complete Initial Appraisal to identify the type, location, 
magnitude, and impacts of the aquatic plant problem in Black Lake and document the 
determination of need for further study. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : FY 2011 for Initial Appraisal 


OTHER INFORMATION: N/A 


CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Owens (NY-23), Schumer (NY), Gillibrand (NY) 


Division; Great Lakes and Ohio River District: Buffalo Black Lake, Ogdensburg, NY 
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FACT SHEET 
CONSTRUCTION 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE : Environment 

PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Chautauqua Lake, NY Aquatic Plant Control 

AUTHORIZATION : Section 104 of the RHA 1958 (33 U,S.C.610), as amended by Section 225 and 540 
WRDA 1996 (P.L. 104-303), as amended by Section 205 WRDA 1999 (P.L. 106-53) 

LOCATION : Chautauqua Lake, NY 

DESCRIPTION : The aquatic ecosystem of the Lake has been severely affected by uncontrolled exotic 
weed growth. The natural lake environment, as well as recreational boating and other activities that 
support the regional economy are being detrimentally impacted. 


FY2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA Study 

Estimated Federal Cost $ 212,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost $ 162,000 

Cash TBD 

Other TBD 

Total Estimated Cost $ 374,000 

Allocation thm 2008 $ 49,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 $ 78,000 

ARRA Allocation thru 31 Dec 2009 $ 0 

Allocation for FY 2010 $ 50,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 $ 35,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : A reconnaissance report has been prepared for aquatic plant management at 
Chautauqua Lake, On approval of the reconnaissance report, a cost shared feasibility study may be 
initiated. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : FY 2010 for Reconnaissance Report. 
OTHER INFORMATION : N/A 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Schumer (NY), Gillibrand (NY), Higgins (NY-27) 


Division: Great Lakes and Ohio River 


District: Pittsburgh 


Chautauqua Lake, 
NY 


1 February 2010 


LRD - 72 


54862B 


03/19/2010 



2658 


FACT SHEET 
CONSTRUCTION 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE : Environment 

PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Great Lakes Fishery & Ecosystem Restoration Program, Ml, IL, IN, MN, NY, 
OH, PA. and Wl 

AUTHORIZATION : Section 506, Water Resources Development Act of 2000 (P.L. 106-541) 

LOCATION : Great Lakes region, including the Great Lakes and Lake St. Clair, the Detroit, St. Clair, St. 
Marys, and Chicago Rivers and the St. Lawrence River (to the 45''* parallel) 

DESCRIPTION : In cooperation with other Federal, state and local agencies, tribes, and the Great Lakes 
Fishery Commission, the purpose of this program is to plan, implement, and evaluate projects supporting 
the restoration of the fishery, ecosystem, and beneficial uses of the Great Lakes region. 

FY 2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA Construction 


Estimated Federal Cost 

$ 100,000,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 

$ 53,846,000 

Cash 

TBD 

Other 

TBD 

Total Estimated Cost 

$153,846,000 

Allocation thru FY 2008 

$ 2,549,400 

Allocation for FY 2009 

$2,157,000 

Recovery Act Allocations as of 31 DEC 09 

0 

Tentative GLRI Allocation for FY 2010 

$ 7,054,000 

Allocation for FY 2010 

2,471,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 

92,768,600 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 

N/A 


Multiple projects will be implemented under this program. Estimated total non-Fed program cost is 
based on 65% Federal, 35% non-Federal cost sharing. 

Great Lakes Restoration Initiative program funding from U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 

FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Numerous potential projects have been coordinated with the Great Lakes Fishery 
Commission, state and tribal agencies. Preliminary Restoration Plans (PRPs) are approved for seven 
projects. FY10 funds will be used to begin construction of the Chautauqua Creek, NY, SS"* Street Beach, 
IL, and Frankenmuth, Ml projects, to continue feasibility efforts on the Boardman River, Ml, Henry Ford 
Estate Dam, Ml, Waukegan River, IL, Ft. Sheridan Coastal, IL. Orland Tract. IL, Cattaraugus Creek, NY, 
Springville Dam, OH, and Ballville Dam, OH project, and to Initiate feasibility efforts on the Conneaut 
Creek, PA, Harpersfield Dam, OH, Irondequolt Creek, NY, Amoco Wetland, IN, Beemsterboer Ridge, IN, 
Burnham Prairie. IL, Calumet & Ivanhoe, IN, Elkhart River & Christiana Creek, IN, Waukegan Coastal, IL, 
Gay Stamp Sands, Ml, Menominee River. Wl, St. Mary’s River, Ml, St. Louis River, MN, and Thunder Bay 
Fish Reefs, MN. At least one PRP would be drafted for an additional project. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : FY 201 1 for currently funded construction 
activities. 

OTHER INFORMATION : The Great Lakes Restoration Initiative will provide supplemental funding in the 
amount of $7,054,000 to accelerate construction of the 63"“ Street Beach, IL, and Frankenmuth, Ml, 
projects and to supplement feasibility efforts as shown below. 
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The following table summarizes the projects scheduled for activity in FY 2010 along with the anticipated 
source funding for each: 


Project 

Construct 

Start 

FY2010 

Phase ” 

E&W 

Allocation 

($000) 

GLRI 

Tentative 

Allocation 

($000) 

Ba!!vii!e Dam. OH 

2011 

F 

$150 

$100 

Chautauqua Creek. NY (construct vwth PY funds) 

2010 

Dl 

$0 

$0 

Conneaut Creek. PA 

2013 

F 

$50 

$260 

Irondequoit Creek, NY 

2013 

F 

$50 

$260 

SDrinqvllle Dam. OH 

2012 

F 

$100 

$150 

Haroersfield Dam/Grand River Sea Lamprey Barrier. OH 

2012 

F 

$50 

$260 

63rd St. Beach and Dune, IL 

2010 

F 

$71 

$729 

Amoco Wetland & Lake Mary, IN 

2011 

R 

$50 

$25 

Beemsterboer Ridqe and Swale, IN 

2011 

R 

$50 

$1,200 

Burnham Prairie, IL 

2010 

Dl 

$150 

$1,850 

Calumet & Ivanhoe South Ridqe and Swale, IN 

2011 

R 

$50 

$200 

Dupont Ridqe and Swale, IN 

2011 

F 

$0 

$200 

Elkhart River & Christiana Creek, IN 

2011 

F 

$100 

$250 

Ft. Sheridan Coastal. IL 

2011 

F 

$300 

$350 

Lake Plain. IL/WI 

TBD 

R 

$0 

$50 

Orland Tract, IL 

2011 

F 

$50 

$50 

Red Mill Pond, IN (construct with PY funds) 

2010 

Dl 

$0 

$0 

Deep River. IN 

TBD 

R 

$0 

$50 

Waukegan Coastal, IL 

2011 

F 

$100 

$0 

Boardman River Dam, Ml 

2012 

F 

$300 

$200 

Ford Estate Dam Fish Passage, Mi 

2012 

F 

$100 

$100 

Frankenmuth Dam Fish Passage, Ml 

2010 

Dl 

$400 

$300 

Gay Stamp Sands 

TBD 

R 

$50 

$50 

Menominee River, Wl 

TBD 

F 

$25 

$75 

St. Mary's River. Ml 

2011 

F 

$100 

$100 

St, Louis River, MN 

2013 

F 

$50 

$50 

Thunder Bay Fish Reefs 

2011 

F 

$50 

$50 

Additional proiects TBD 

TBD 

R 

$0 

$100 

Coordination 

NA 

c 

$75 

$45 




$2,471 

$7,054 


Phases: C-Coordination, R-Reconnaissance. F-Feasibility, Dl-Design & Implementation 


CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Levin (Ml), Stabenow (Ml), Feingold (Wl), Kohl (Wl), Bayh (IN), Lugar 
(IN), Voinovich (OH), Franken (MN), Klobuchar (MN), Upton (MI-6), Stupak (MI-1), Hoekstra (MI-2), Camp 
(MI-4), Ehlers (MI-3), Obey (WI-7), Visclosky (IN-1), Donnelly (IN-2), Kaptur (OH-9), Lipinski (IL-3), Kirk 
(IL-10), Oberstar (MN-8) 


Division: Great Lakes and Ohio River District: Detroit Great Lakes Fishery & 

Ecosystem Restoration Program, 
Ml, IL, IN, MN, NY, OH, PA, and Wl 
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FACT SHEET 
CONSTRUCTION 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS LINE : Aquatic Ecosystem Restoration 

PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Aquatic Plant Control, Hydrilla/Milfoil, Guntersville Lake, AL 

AUTHORIZATION : Section 104 of the River and Harbors Act of 1958 (P.L. 85-500), as 
amended. 

LOCATION : Guntersville Lake, AL 

DESCRIPTION : Research program for aquatic plant management with a purpose to 
provide effective, economical, and environmentally compatible control techniques. Site 
specific research is allowed. 


FY2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA Construction 

Estimated Federal Cost $ TBD 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost $ TBD 

Cash $ TBD 

Other $ TBD 

Total Estimated Cost $ TBD 

Allocation thru (BY-2) FY 2008 $ 0 

Allocation for (BY-1 ) FY 2009 $ 0 

ARRA Allocations as of 31 December 2009 $ 0 

Allocation for FY 20 1 0 $ TBD 

Balance to Complete after FY 20 1 0 $ TBD 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% TBD 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : None. Work on Federal lakes is not eligible for funding under the 
program. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : N/A. 

OTHER INFORMATION : Funding ($150,000) is in the FY2010 Energy and Water 
Appropriation Construction funding table. No statutory language is provided. 

Guntersville Lake is a Tennessee Valley Authority (TVA) Federal project on the 
Tennessee River. The area containing exotic invasive plants is near Scottsboro, AL. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Sessions (AL), Griffith (AL-05) 

DISTRICT: Nashville 
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FACT SHEET 
Construction 

Enacted Studies and Projects 
BUSINESS LINE : Environment 
PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Lake Michigan Waterfront, IN 

AUTHORIZATION : Section 125, Energy & Water Appropriations Act (PL 109-103), 2006 

LOCATION : Lake Michigan Waterfront and Related Areas in Lake and Porter Counties 
in Indiana. Related areas are defined as adjacent or close sites that have an impact or 
influence on the waterfront areas or aquatic habitat. 

DESCRIPTION : Restoration includes ecosystem restoration and/or management of 
contaminants for ecological or economic purposes for sites along or that impact the Lake 
Michigan Waterfront in Lake and Porter Counties in Indiana. Projects would be justified 
by evaluating benefits related to ecosystem restoration, the clean up of contaminants, 
public health, safety, economic benefits or any combination of these types of benefits. 
Projects would be Cost Shared 65% (Federal) 35% (Non-Federal), or 85%(Federal), 
15%(Non-Federal) if there is an innovative technology demonstrated, with credit for real 
estate and in-kind services. Post-Construction Operations and Maintenance, Repair, 
Replacement and Rehabilitation for these projects would be 100% Non-Federal costs. 

FY 2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA Construction 


Estimated Federal Cost $ 20,000,000/yr 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost $ 10,770,000/yT 

Cash TBD 

Other TBD 

Total Estimated Cost $ 30,770, 000/yr 

Allocation thru FY 2008 $ 394,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 $ 2,000,000 

Recovery Act Allocations as of 31 DEC 09 $ 0 

Allocation for FY 2010 $ 3,000,000 

Balance to Complete after 2010 TBD 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Initiate work on Whiting and Portage sub-projects, 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : N/A 

OTHER INFORMATION : The program would help to restore ecosystem function, 
structure and dynamic processes to a less degraded and more natural condition, 
including sites with contaminates along or that impact the Lake Michigan shoreline in 
Lake and Porter Counties, Indiana. Ecosystem restoration sites may also include 
compatible recreation that does not increase the federal share by more than 10%. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Visclosky (IN-1) 

Division: Great Lakes and Ohio River District: Chicago Lake Michigan Waterfront, IN 
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FACT SHEET 
CONSTRUCTION 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE: Environment 

PROJECT/STUDY NAME: Sodus Bay, Sodus Point, NY 

AUTHORIZATION: Section 104 of the Rivers and Harbors Act of 1958, as amended 
(P.L. 85-500) and Sections 103, 105, and 712 of the Water Resources Development Act 
of 1986 (P.L. 99-662) 

LOCATION: Sodus Bay is located on Lake Ontario in Wayne County, NY. 

DESCRIPTION; Sodus Bay is a major embayment of eastern Lake Ontario with a 
surface area of 3,150 acres. It is an important recreational boating and fishing resource 
and aquatic vegetation has been reported as being very abundant and has significantly 
increased in area in recent years. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 
Estimated Federal Cost 
Estimated Non-Federal Cost 
Cash 
Other 

Total Estimated Cost 

Allocation thru FY 2008 
Allocation for FY 2009 
Recovery Act Allocations as off 31 December $ 0 

Allocation for FY 201 0 $ 1 00,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 $ 0 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% N/A 

FY 2010 ACTIVITIES: Complete Initial Appraisal to identify the type, location, 
magnitude, and impacts of the aquatic plant problem in Sodus Bay and document the 
determination of need for further study. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE: FY 201 1 for Initial Appraisal 

OTHER INFORMATION: Reconnaissance studies are conducted at 100% Federal 
expense at a cost normally restricted to no more than $15,000 and are limited to 12 
months in duration. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST: Maffei (NY-25), Schumer (NY), Gillibrand (NY) 


FY 2010 
Study 
$ 100,000 
$ 0 
$ 0 
$ 0 
$ 100,000 


Division: Great Lakes and Ohio River District: Buffalo Sodus Bay, Sodus Point, NY 
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FACT SHEET 
CONSTRUCTION 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE : Environment 

PROJECT/STUDY NAME : St Clair River and Lake St. Clair, Michigan 

AUTHORIZATION : Sec. 426, Water Resources Development Act of 1999, (P.L. 1 06-53), as amended by 
Sec. 3089, Water Resources Development Act (WRDA) of 2007, (P.L. 1 1 0-1 14) 

LOCATION : The St Clair River and Lake St. Clair are located just north of the City of Detroit, Michigan. 
They form the international border with Canada. The St. Clair River and Lake St. Clair lie between 
Ontario, Canada and St. Clair and Macomb Counties, In Southeast Michigan. 

DESCRIPTION : The St. Clair River has been designated by the International Joint Commission as an 
Area of Concern. The WRDA 2007 authority directs the Corps to develop a strategic implementation plan 
to implement the recommendations of the Management Plan and authorizes the Corps to establish a 
partnership with other Interested agencies to implement the recommendations of the Plan. After approval 
of the Strategic Implementation Plan, the Corps will plan, design, and implement projects consistent with 
the Plan. 



FY 2010 

FY 2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 

Studv 

Construction 

Estimated Federal Cost 

$ 625,700 

$ 19,374,300 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 

0 

10,432,300 

Cash 

0 

TBD 

Other 

0 

TBD 

Total Estimated Cost 

625,700 

29,806,600 

Allocation thnj FY 2008 

$ 434,700 

$0 

Allocation for FY 2009 

191,000 

0 

Recovery Act Allocations as of 31 DEC 09 

0 

0 

Allocation for FY 2010 

0 

100,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 

0 

19,274,300 

N/A 


Per WRDA 2007 implementation guidance, cost sharing provisions vary based on the type of work 
associated with the projects selected for implementation. These projects have not yet been identified. 
The non-Federal cost identified is an estimate based on total Federal cost, for projects to be cost shared 
65/35. 

FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Establish a Partnership with the appropriate Federal, slate, and local agencies; 
negotiate and execute a study cost sharing agreement with an appropriate non-Federal interest for 
development of a Strategic Implementation Plan, and upon completion and approval of the Strategic 
Implementation Plan, prepare feasibility studies and implement projects in accordance with the approved 
plan. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : FY 201 0 for Strategic Implementation Plan. 
OTHER INFORMATION : N/A 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Levin (Ml), Stabenow (Ml), Miller (MI-10), Levin (MI-12). 
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CONTINUING 
AUTHORITIES PROGRAM 
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FACT SHEET 

CONTINUING AUTHORITIES PROGRAM 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE : Environment 

PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Ashtabula Regional Sediment Management, OH 

AUTHORIZATION : Section 204 of the 1992 Water Resources Development Act (P.L. 
102-580), as amended 

LOCATION : Lake Erie in the city of Ashtabula, Ashtabula County, Ohio. 

DESCRIPTION : Project will evaluate opportunities for ecosystem restoration and/or 
flood damage protection using dredged material from the lower section of the Ashtabula 
River and outer harbor. 


FY2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA Study 

Estimated Federal Cost $ 700,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost $ 0 

Cash $ 0 

Other $ 0 

Total Estimated Cost $ 700,000 

Allocation thru FY 2008 $ 50,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 $ 1 25,000 

Recovery Act Allocations as of 31 DEC 09 $ 0 

Allocation for FY 2010 $350,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 $ 175,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : The funds will be used to begin the detailed project report which 
presents and evaluates measures, cost estimates, ecological outputs, and identifies the 
selected ecosystem restoration alternative for beneficially using dredged material, 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : FY 201 3 for Feasibility, 
contingent upon funding 

OTHER INFORMATION : N/A 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : LaTourette (OH-14), Voinovich (OH), Brown (OH) 


Division: Great Lakes and Ohio River District: Buffalo 


Ashtabula RSM, OH 
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FACT SHEET 

CONTINUING AUTHORITIES PROGRAM 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE : Environment 

PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Canonsburg Lake. PA 

AUTHORIZATION : Section 206, WRDA 1996 (PL 104-303), as amended 

LOCATION : Canonsburg Lake is located 3 miles east of Canonsburg, PA on State Route 19 in 
Washington County, PA 

DESCRIPTION : The purpose of the project is to restore the aquatic ecosystem of the 76-acre 
Canonsburg Lake which has been severely degraded by sediment deposition. Sedimentation 
has reduced the lake's storage capacity and depth, increased its water temperature. Increased 
unwanted nutrient loading, and reduced the lake's dissolved oxygen levels making it less 
suitable for fish and other aquatic organisms. Possible solutions will be to create new wetlands 
and re-distribute sediment in the lake through the use of geotubes. 

FY 2010 
Design & 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA Implementation 


Estimated Federal Cost $ 4,255,641 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost $ 2,291 ,499 

Cash TBD 

aher TBD 

Total Estimated Cost $ 6,547,140 

Allocation thru FY 2008 $ 414,131 

Allocation for FY 2009 $ 70,910 

Recovery Act Allocation as of 31 DEC 09 $ 0 

Allocation for FY 2010 $ 3,770,600 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 $ 0 


Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% N/A 

FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Execute the Project Partnership Agreement. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : FY 2012 for completion of 
construction 

OTHER INFORMATION : Execute PPA and award construction contract 
CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Murphy (PA-18) 


Division: Great Lakes and Ohio River 


District: Pittsburgh 


Canonsburg Lake, 
PA 
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FACT SHEET 

CONTINUING AUTHORITIES PROGRAM 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE : Environment 

PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Conneaut Harbor East State Park, OH 

AUTHORIZATION : Section 1 1 35 of the Water Resources Development Act of 1 986 
(P.L. 99-662), as amended 

LOCATION : Conneaut, Ashtabula County, OH, approximately 68 miles east of 
Cleveland, OH 

DESCRIPTION : Accretion of sand has caused environmental degradation of an area 
\«hich once provided habitat and spawning areas for a variety of native fish. Feasibility 
started in FY 2002. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 
Estimated Federal Cost $ 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 
Cash 
Other 

Total Estimated Cost $ 

Allocation thru FY 2008 
Allocation for FY 2009 
Recovery Act Allocations as of 31 DEC 09 $ 0 

Allocation for FY 201 0 $ 1 00,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 $ 125,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% N/A 

FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Determine if a Federal interest still exists and continue the 
Feasibility study. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : FY 201 1 for Feasibility 

OTHER INFORMATION : The project was last funded in Fiscal Year 2004. The 
sediment from Conneaut Harbor and the adjacent park is a potential source of beach 
nourishment at Presque Isle State Park, PA. Potential local sponsor is the Ohio 
Department of Natural Resources. 

CONGRESSIONAL I NTEREST : Dahikemper (PA-03), Specter (PA), Casey (PA), 
LaTourette (OH-14), Voinovich (OH), Brown (OH) 


FY2010 
Study 
325,000 
$ 0 
$ 0 
$ 0 
325,000 

$ 97,000 
$ 3,000 


Division: Great Lakes and Ohio River District: Buffalo Conneaut Harbor East State Park, OH 
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FACT SHEET 

CONTINUING AUTHORITIES PROGRAM 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE : Environment 

PROJECT/STUDY NAME : East Harbor State Park, West Harbor, OH 

AUTHORIZATION : Section 1 1 35 of the Water Resources Development Act of 1 986 
(P.L. 99-662), as amended 

LOCATION : Within East Harbor State Park along the Lake Erie shoreline in northwest 
OH, adjacent to the West Harbor navigation structures. 

DESCRIPTION : Federal navigation structures at the site have limited the natural 
movement of sand along the shoreline, causing erosion to occur at the 670-acre coastal 
wetland marsh. Preliminary Restoration Plan recommended protecting Middle Harbor by 
restoring the protective barrier beach. Feasibility started in FY 2004. This marsh is one 
of three coastal wetland marshes located on Lake Erie. 


FY2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA Study 

Estimated Federal Cost $ 500,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost $ 0 

Cash $ 0 

Other $ 0 

Total Estimated Cost $ 500,000 

Allocation thru FY 2008 $ 154,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 $ 0 

Recovery Act Allocations as of 31 DEC 09 $ 0 

Allocation for FY 2010 $ 100,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 $ 246,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : FY10 activities include generating alternative plans, preparing 
cost estimates and performing background environmental studies on this project. It is 
also anticipated that a Public Information Session will be held and environmental 
compliance activities will be initiated, 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : FY 201 1 for Feasibility 

OTHER INFORMATION : The Ohio Department of Natural Resources is the non-Federal 
sponsor. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Kaptur (OH-09), Voinovich (OH), Brown (OH) 


Division: Great Lakes and Ohio River District: Buffalo East Harbor State Park, West Harbor, OH 
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FACT SHEET 

CONTINUING AUTHORITIES PROGRAM 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE : Environment 

PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Green River Dam Mod, KY 

AUTHORIZATION : Section 1135, WRDA 86 (P.L 99-662), as amended, 

LOCATION : The project is located at Green River Lake near Campbellsvllle, in Taylor and 
Adair Counties, Kentucky. 

DESCRIPTION : The feasibility study would evaluate measures to modify the existing outlet 
works and/or discharges to meet temperature requirements for release of water through the 
dam. 



FY2010 

FY2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 

Studv 

Deslan & Imolementation 

Estimated Federal Cost 

$ 100,000 

$ 2,250,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 

$ 0 

$ 750,000 

Cash 

$ 0 

$ 750,000 

Other 

$ 0 

$0 

Total Estimated Cost 

$ 100,000 

$ 3,000,000 

Allocation thru 2008 

$ 0 

$0 

Allocation for FY 2009 

$ 96,000 

$0 

Recovery Act Allocation as of 31 DEC 09 

$0 

$0 

Allocation for FY 2010 

$ 50,000 

$ 100,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 

$0 

$2,150,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio 7% 

TBD 

TBD 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Completion of feasibility study to examine alternatives and to estimate 
cost to modify the existing outlet works to increase warm water discharges. Initiate design and 
implementation of project. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : FY 201 1 for feasibility 

OTHER INFORMATION : Sufficient increase in warm water releases will directly benefit survival 
and reproduction of seven endangered mussels downstream of the dam. Work would be 
associated with the Sustainable Rivers Project, a joint initiative with The Nature Conservancy 
and would be consistent with USACE Environmental Operating Principles and provisions of the 
Endangered Species Act and several Water Resources Development Acts addressing 
environmental mission of the USACE. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : McConnell (KY), Running (KY), Guthrie (KY-2) 


Division: Great Lakes and Ohio River 


District: Louisville Green River Dam Mod, KY 
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FACT SHEET 

CONTINUING AUTHORITIES PROGRAM 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE : Environment 

PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Gull Point, Presque Isle, PA 

AUTHORIZATION : Section 1 1 35 of the Water Resources Development Act of 1 986 
(P.L. 99-662), as amended 

LOCATION : On the southern shore of Lake Erie in Erie, PA, at the northeast end of the 
Presque Isle State park peninsula. 

DESCRIPTION : Project would evaluate alternatives to minimize erosion within the 
project area and to promote continued growth of Gull Point. 


FY 2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA Study 

Estimated Federal Cost $ 400,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost $ 300,000 

Cash TBD 

Other TBD 

Total Estimated Cost $ 700,000 

Allocation thru FY 2008 $ 2,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 $ 1 5,000 

Recovery Act Allocations as of 31 DEC 09 $ 0 

Allocation for FY 20 1 0 $ 1 00,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 $ 283,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Determine if a Federal interest exists and if there is a viable non- 
Federal sponsor. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : FY 2013 for Feasibility 
OTHER INFORMATION : None 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Dahikemper PA-03, Specter-PA, Casey-PA 
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FACT SHEET 

CONTINUING AUTHORITIES PROGRAM 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS LINE : Environment 

PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Hoffman Dam, Cook County, Illinois 

AUTHORIZATION : Section 206, Water Resources Development Act 1996, as amended 

LOCATION : The project is located along the Des Plaines River near the Villages of 
Lyons and Riverside, Illinois. 

DESCRIPTION : The goal of the Hoffman Dam project is to alleviate the ill effects of 
three low-head dams along the Des Plaines River near the Villages of Lyons and 
Riverside, Illinois. These dams no longer serve their original purpose of creating 
recreational pools and currently impede the migration of fish, impair water quality 
(dissolved oxygen, high temperatures) and have converted riverine habitat to stagnant 
reservoir habitat. The proposed project seeks to remove the Armitage and Fairbanks 
dams and to notch the Hoffman Dam in order to restore riverine conditions. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 
Estimated Federal Cost $ 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost $ 
Cash 
Other 

Total Estimated Cost $ 

Allocation thru FY 2008 
Allocation for FY 2009 
Recovery Act Allocations as of 31 I 
Allocation for FY 2010 
Balance to Complete after 2010 
Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 


FY2010 

Desion and Implementation 

4.168.000 

2.244.000 
$ 2,202,000 
$ 42,000 

6.412.000 

$ 113,000 
$ 0 
09 $ 0 

$ 3,200,000 
$ 855,000 
N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Execute a Project Partnership Agreement, complete design and 
initiate construction. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : Complete construction in 
FY2012, contingent upon funding. 

OTHER INFORMATION : The project will defragment over 50 miles of river, restore lotic 
flow conditions, restore riverine habitat, allow for summer and spawning fish migrations, 
improve sediment transport, improve water quality and further prevent human casualty. 

The local sponsor is Illinois Department of Natural Resources. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Lipinski (IL-3) 

Division: Great Lakes and Ohio River District: Chicago Hoffman Dam, IL 
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FACT SHEET 

CONTINUING AUTHORITIES PROGRAM 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE : Environment 


PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Indian Ridge Marsh, Chicago, IL 
AUTHORIZATION : Section 1135, WRDA 1986 (PL 99-662), as amended 


LOCATION : Indian Ridge Marsh covers approximately 145 acres between Lake 
Calumet and the Calumet River on the southeast side of Chicago. 


DESCRIPTION : The Indian Ridge Marsh srte was used for the disposal of slag from 
steel-making operations and dredged materials from the Calumet Harbor and River 
during the 1970’s. Large portions of the marsh were filled with dredge material from 
disposal activities of the Corps of Engineers. Since then, lower quality wetlands have 
been reestablished throughout the site. The project will preserve the existing black 
crown night heron rookery; enhance and naturalize existing aquatic, wetland and 
woodland areas; create sand prairie, black oak savanna and shrub carr habitats; and 
protect restored areas while encouraging public access. 

FY2010 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 
Estimated Federal Cost 
Estimated Non-Federal Cost 
Cash 
Other 

Total Estimated Cost 


Design and Implementation 
$ 5,000,000 
$ 2,690,000 
$ 0 
$ 2,690,000 
$ 7,690,000 


Allocation thru FY 2008 

Allocation for FY 2009 

Recovery Act Allocations as of 31 DEC 09 

Allocation for FY 2010 

Balance to Complete after 2010 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 


$ 1,318,500 
$ 250,000 

$ 0 
$ 3,250,000 
$ 181,500 

N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES ; Execute a Project Partnership Agreement and initiate 
constmction. 


EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : Complete constmction in FY 
2011, contingent upon funding. 

OTHER INFORMATION : The project will restore native plant species, improve fish 
habitat and manage public access through the project area. Restoration will improve 
water quality and enhance habitat for aquatic and terrestrial resources. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Jackson (IL-2) 


Division: Great Lakes and Ohio River District; Chicago 


Indian Ridge Marsh, IL 
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FACT SHEET 

CONTINUING AUTHORITIES PROGRAM 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE : Environment 
PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Lake Poygan, Wl 

AUTHORIZATION : Section 1135 (b), Water Resources Development Act of 1986 (P.L. 99-662), 
as amended. 

LOCATION : Lake Poygan is an impoundment of the Wolf River in Winnebago County in central 
Wisconsin. 

DESCRIPTION : The Corps of Engineers maintains water levels in the Lake through 
regulation of a series of dams along the Fox River. The Wisconsin Department of Natural 
Resources requested assistance to participate in an investigation to determine the extent 
of the Corps' water level management strategy on the depletion of fish and other aquatic 
habitat within Lake Poygan, Winnebago County, Wl. Lake Poygan once provided 
abundant high quality habitat for waterfowl and other birds, furbearers, and diverse warm 
water fishery. Much of this habitat has deteriorated in recent years. The existing water 
level management strategy is being reviewed to determine its role in the degradation. 

Water levels at Lake Poygan have been managed under the U.S. Army Corps of 
Engineers' Fox River project since 1872. The project would involve the construction of a 
breakwall on Lake Poygan, for the purpose of protecting, improving, and restoring fish and 
other aquatic wildlife habitat. 


FY 2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA Feasibility 

Estimated Federal Cost $ 628,500 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost $ 0 

Cash $ 0 

Other $ 0 

Total Estimated Cost $ 628,500 

Allocation thru FY 2008 $ 447,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 $ 32,000 

Recovery Act Allocations as of 31 DEC 09 0 

Allocation for FY 2010 $149,500 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 $ 0 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Complete the Detailed Project Report. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : FY201 0 for Feasibility. 

OTHER INFORMATION : N/A 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Feingold (Wl), Kohl (Wl), Petri (WI-06) 

Division; Great Lakes and Ohio River District: Detroit Lake Poygan, Wl 


1 February 2010 


LRD - 88 


54862B 


03/19/2010 



2674 


FACT SHEET 

CONTINUING AUTHORITIES PROGRAM 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE : Environment 

PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Presque Isle Regional Sediment Management, OH 

AUTHORIZATION : Section 204 of the 1992 Water Resources Development Act (P.L. 
102-580), as amended 

LOCATION : Presque Isle Peninsula is located on the southern shore of Lake Erie in the 
Erie, Pennsylvania. The Peninsula is a natural breakwater that forms and protects Erie 
Harbor, PA, and is home to Presque Isle State Park. 

DESCRIPTION : Project to address ecosystem restoration at Presque Isle using dredged 
material. 


FY 2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA Study 

Estimated Federal Cost $ 800,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost $ 0 

Cash $ 0 

Other $ 0 

Total Estimated Cost $ 800,000 

Allocation thru FY 2008 $ 50,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 $ 275,000 

Recovery Act Allocations as of 31 DEC 09 $ 0 

Allocation for FY 2010 $300,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 $ 175,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : The budgeted funds will be used to continue work on the detailed 
project report which presents and evaluates measures, cost estimates, ecological 
outputs, and identifies the selected ecosystem restoration alternative for beneficially 
using dredged material. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : FY 2013 for Feasibility, 
contingent upon funding 

OTHER INFORMATION : N/A 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Dahikemper (PA-03), Casey (OH), Specter (OH) 


Division: Great Lakes and Ohio River District: Buffalo 


Presque Isle RSM, OH 


1 February 2010 


LRD - 89 


54862B 


03/19/2010 



2675 


FACT SHEET 

CONTINUING AUTHORITIES PROGRAM 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE : Environment 

PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Sheldon’s Marsh, Lake Erie, OH 

AUTHORIZATION : Section 1135 of the Water Resources Development Act of 1986 
(P.L. 99-662), as amended 

LOCATION : In Erie County, OH approximately 3.1 miles west of the Huron Hartxjr 
navigation structure. 

DESCRIPTION : The feasibility study will address measures to restore the barrier beach 
at the state managed Sheldon Marsh Nature Preserve, one of three remaining natural 
coastal wetlands in Ohio. This is a highly sensitive area with respect to environmental 
significance of the area related to the fact that it is one of three coastal wetland marshes 
located on Lake Erie and has been identified as habitat for the Piping Plover, a Federally 
endangered species. 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 
Estimated Federal Cost $ 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 
Cash 
Other 

Total Estimated Cost $ 

Allocation thru FY 2008 
Allocation for FY 2009 
Recovery Act Allocations as of 31 DEC 09 $ 0 

Allocation for FY 2010 $200,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 201 0 $ 1 00,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% N/A 

FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Since this study was initiated under the Section 227 authority, we 
will be addressing the measures which were generated under that authority and 
modifying the alternatives to account for current conditions. The Section izj authority 
provides state-of-the-art coastal shoreline protection by employing innovative or 
nontraditional protection strategies and advancing coastal storm damage reduction 
technologies. The Coastal analysis, feasibility phase cost estimates and background 
environmental studies will also be completed. Plan comparison and a Public Information 
Session will also occur. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : FY 201 1 for Feasibility 

OTHER INFORMATION : The Ohio Department of Natural Resources is the non-Federal 
sponsor. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Kaptur (OH-09), Voinovich (OH), Brown (OH) 


FY 2010 
Study 
400,000 
$ 0 

$ 0 

’ 400,00? 

$ 74,000 
$ 26,000 


1 February 2010 


LRD - 90 


54862B 


03/19/2010 



2676 


FACT SHEET 

CONTINUING AUTHORITIES PROGRAM 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE : Environment 

PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Smokes Creek, Buffalo, NY 

AUTHORIZATION : Section 1 135 of the Water Resources Development Act of 1986 
(P.L. 99-662), as amended 

LOCATION : On the south shore of Lake Erie within the city limits of Lackawanna, Erie 
County, NY. 

DESCRIPTION : Current channel configuration has sheet-pile which is not suitable 
spawning habitat for walleye. Investigating the relocation of a new channel location 
2,500 feet south of its present location which would redirect the flow of the lower 3,900 
feet of the creek between Lake Erie and the road that once housed an integrated steel 
facility. Feasibility started in FY 2001. 


FY 2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA Study 

Estimated Federal Cost $ 500,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost $ 0 

Cash $ 0 

Other $ 0 

Total Estimated Cost $ 500,000 

Allocation thru FY 2008 $ 163,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 $ 0 

Recovery Act Allocations as of 31 DEC 09 $ 0 

Allocation for FY 2010 $ 1 50,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 201 0 $ 1 87,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Pending confirmation of a Federal interest, we will continue with 
the Feasibility phase. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : FY 2012 for Feasibility 
OTHER INFORMATION : None 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Higgins (NY-27), Gillibrand (NY), Schumer (NY) 


Division: Great Lakes and Ohio River District: Buffalo Smokes Creek, Buffalo, NY 


1 February 2010 


LRD - 91 


54862B 


03/19/2010 



2677 


FACT SHEET 

CONTINUING AUTHORITIES PROGRAM 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE : Environment 

PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Upper Rouge River, Michigan Ave to Rotunda Drive, Wayne 
County, Ml 

AUTHORIZATION : Section 1135 (b). Water Resources Development Act of 1986 (PL 99-662), 
as amended 

LOCATION : The Upper Rouge River is located in Wayne County, Michigan. 

DESCRIPTION: Wayne County of Michigan has requested the study of a modification of the 
Federal project at the Rouge River from Michigan Ave to Rotunda Drive for the purpose of 
improving environmental quality. The project will provide for environmental enhancement of the 
Rouge River channel by partial removal of the existing concrete lining, widening of the river 
channel / cross section, and landscaping the banks with new shrubs, trees, grasses, etc. This 
restoration project is in keeping with the vision of the Rouge River Gateway Partnership and 
their Master Plan. 


FY 2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA Feasibility 

Estimated Federal Cost $ 529,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost $ 0 

Cash $ 0 

Other $ 0 

Total Estimated Cost $ 529,000 

Allocation thru FY 2008 $ 401 ,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 $ 78,000 

Recovery Act Allocations as of 31 DEC 09 $ 0 

Allocation for FY 201 0 $ 50,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 $0 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% N/A 


FY 201 0 ACTIVITIES : Complete the Detailed Project Report. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : FY2010 for Feasibility 
OTHER INFORMATION : N/A 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Levin (Ml), Stabenow (Ml), Cheeks-Kilpatrick (MI-13), Dingell 
(MI-15) 


Division: Great Lakes and Ohio River District: Detroit Upper Rouge River, Ml 


1 February 2010 


LRD - 92 


54862B 


03/19/2010 



2678 


FACT SHEET 

CONTINUING AUTHORITIES PROGRAM 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE : Environment 

PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Wynn Road Regional Sediment Management, OH 

AUTHORIZATION : Section 204 of the 1992 Water Resources Development Act (P.L. 
102-580), as amended. 

LOCATION : City of Oregon in Lucas County adjacent to City of Toledo, OH on the 
Western end of Lake Erie. 

DESCRIPTION : Feasibility Study will evaluate alternatives for beneficially using dredged 
material from Maumee Harbor. 


FY2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA Study 

Estimated Federal Cost $ 1 ,022,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost $ 0 

Cash $ 0 

Other $ 0 

Total Estimated Cost $ 1,022,000 


Allocation thru FY 2008 

Allocation for FY 2009 

Recovery Act Allocations as of 31 DEC 09 

Allocation for FY 2010 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 


$ 495,000 
$ 77,000 

$ 0 

$ 450,000 
$ 0 

N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : The funds will be used to continue work on the detailed project 
report which presents and evaluates measures, cost estimates, ecological outputs, and 
identifies the selected ecosystem restoration alternative for beneficially using dredged 
material. 


EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : FY 2010 for Feasibility 
OTHER INFORMATION : N/A 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Kaptur (OH-09), Voinovich (OH), Brown (OH) 


Division: Great Lakes and Ohio River District: Buffalo 


Wynn Road RSM, OH 


1 February 2010 


LRD - 93 


54862B 


03/19/2010 
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ENVIRONMENTAL 

INFRASTRUCTURE 


1 February 2010 


LRD - 94 


54862B 


03/19/2010 



2680 


FACT SHEET 
CONSTRUCTION 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS LINE; Environmental Infrastructure 

PROJECT/STUDY NAME: Beaver Creek Reservoir, Clarion County (Section 219), PA 

AUTHORIZATION: Section 219, Water Resources Development Act (WRDA) of 1992, P.L. 102- 
580, as amended by Section 5158, WRDA 2007, P.L. 110-114, subparagraph 238 

LOCATION: The Beaver Creek Dam project involves the construction of a dam and water 
filtration plant located on Beaver Creek in Beaver and Salem Townships, Clarion County, PA 

DESCRIPTION; Clarion County Commissioners and the Clarion County Economic 
Development Corporation have been working on a project to provide reliable water supply for a 
Keystone Opportunity Zone industrial park in Beaver Township. Development potential of the 
industrial park is constrained by the lack of a reliable, clean water supply. Local officials have 
proposed a multi-purpose reservoir for water supply and recreation. Local information on the 
proposed reservoir project indicates that over 800 acres of land surrounding the proposed 85- 
acre reservoir site has been purchased, and the local stakeholders have already completed a 
design for the dam. 


FY 2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA Construction 

Estimated Federal Cost $ 3,000,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost $ 1 ,000,000 

Cash TBD 

Other TBD 

Total Estimated Cost $ 4,000,000 


Allocation thru FY 2008 $ 0 

Allocation for FY 2009 $ 0 

Recovery Act Allocation as of 31 DEC 09 $ 0 

Allocation for FY 2010 $ 100,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 $ 2,900,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES: $100,000 will be used to prepare a Letter Report, execute a design 
agreement and update the project cost estimate. 


EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE: FY 2010 for letter report 


OTHER INFORMATION: N/A 


CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST; Casey (PA), Specter (PA), Thompson (PA-5) 


1 February 2010 


LRD - 95 


54862B 


03/19/2010 



2681 


FACT SHEET 
CONSTRUCTION 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS LINE; Environmental Infrastructure 

PROJECT/STUDY NAME; Calumet Region, IN 

AUTHORIZATION; Section 219f(12) of P.L 102-580, WRDA 1992, as amended. For 
amendments, see Section 502 of P.L. 106-53, WRDA 1999; Section 145 of P.L. 108- 
1 37, Energy and Water Resources Appropriation Act, 2004; and Section 5075 of P.L. 
110-114, WRDA 2007 

LOCATION; Benton, Jasper, Lake, Newton, and Porter Counties, in the State of 
Indiana. 


DESCRIPTION; This project will provide technical planning, design and construction to 
non-federal interests who have environmental infrastructure needs in Benton, Jasper, 
Lake, Newton, and Porter Counties, IN. These needs Include development of 
wastewater treatment and related facilities and water supply, treatment, and distribution. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 
Estimated Federal Cost $ 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost $ 
Cash $ 

Other $ 

Total Estimated Cost $ 


FY2010 

Construction 

100,000,000 

33,000,000 

31,350,000 

1,650,000 

133,000,000 


Allocation thru FY 2008 

Allocation for FY 2009 

Recovery Act Allocations as of 31 DEC 09 

Allocation for FY 2010 

Balance to Complete after 2010 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 


$ 15,263,000 
$ 2,500,000 

$ 0 
$ 4,000,000 

$ 78,237,000 
N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES; Complete construction on Gary 2 sub-project. Execute Project 
Partnership Agreement and award construction contracts on Whiting, Chesterton 2, and 
East Chicago sub-projects. Complete design on Lake County, Crown Point and the 
Town of Griffith. 


EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE; Complete construction on 
Whiting, Chesterton 2 and East Chicago by FY201 1. 

OTHER INFORMATION; WRDA 2007, Section 5075 authorizes credits for the planning 
and design work carried out by the non-Federal sponsor for the project before the date 
of the PPA and Increases the total authorized cost from $30,000,000 to $100,000,000. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST; Visclosky (IN-1) 


1 February 2010 
1 February 2010 


LRD - 96 


54862B 


03/19/2010 



2682 


FACT SHEET 
CONSTRUCTION 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS LINE : Environmental Infrastructure 

PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Central WV Environmental Infrastructure 

AUTHORIZATION : Section 571 of the Water Resources Development Act (WRDA) of 1 999; as 
amended by Section of 5155 of WRDA 2007 

LOCATION : Eighteen counties within the WV 2nd Congressional District. 

DESCRIPTION : The program includes design and/or construction assistance for environmental 
infrastructure projects proposed by local entities, including wastewater treatment and related 
facilities, water supply and related facilities, and surface water resource protection and 
development. The process for selecting projects is administered by the Corps and the West 
Virginia infrastructure and Jobs Development Council (WVIJDC). 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 

Estimated Federal Cost 

$ 

FY 2010 
Construction 
20,000,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 

$ 

6,667,000 

Cash 

$ 

6,667,000 

Other 

$ 

0 

Total Estimated Cost 

$ 

26,667,000 

Allocation thru FY 2008 

$ 

7,050,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 

$ 

1,435,000 

Recovery Act Allocations as of 31 DEC 09 

$ 

3,565,000 

Allocation for FY 2010 

$ 

727,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 

$ 

7,223,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 


N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Funds will be used to continue design and/or construction activities for 
selected projects and those newly selected in cooperation with the WVIJDC. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : On-going. 

OTHER INFORMATION : This is a reimbursable program. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Byrd (WV), Rockefeller (WV), Capita (WV-02) 


Division: Great Lakes and Ohio River District: Huntington Central West Virginia Environmental 

Infrastructure, WV 


1 February 2010 


LRD - 97 


54862B 


03/19/2010 
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FACT SHEET 
CONSTRUCTION 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS LINE; Environmental Infrastructure 

PROJECT/STUDY NAME; Cook County Environmental Infrastructure, IL 

AUTHORIZATION; Section 219(f)(54) of P.L. 102-580, WRDA 1992, as amended. For 
amendments, see Sectioni (a)(4) of P.L. 106-554, Consolidated Appropriations Act of 
2001, which enacted H.R. 5666, in part, as introduced on December 15, 2000. Chapter 
6, Division B, Title I, Section 108 of H.R. 5666 amended Section 219 of WRDA 1992 to 
include authorization for this project. See also Section 142 of the P.L. 108-137, Energy 
and Water Resources Appropriation Act, 2004. 

LOCATION; Cook County, IL 

DESCRIPTION: This program provides technical planning, design and construction 
assistance to non-federal interests who have environmental infrastructure needs in Cook 
County, IL. Currently the projects identified applicable to this authorization are Calumet 
Park, Flossmoor, Brookfield Zoo, Chicago Heights, Berwyn, LaGrange Park, 

Countryside and Olympia Fields. 


FY2010 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 

Construction 

Estimated Federal Cost $ 

35,000,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost $ 

11,666,000 

Cash $ 

11,666,000 

Other 

$ 0 

Total Estimated Cost $ 

46,666,000 

Allocation thru FY 2008 

$ 1,881,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 

$ 120,000 

Recovery Act Allocations as of 31 DEC 09 

$ 400,000 

Allocation for FY 2010 

$ 194,000 

Balance to Complete after 2010 

$ 32,405,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 

N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES; Complete water system improvements construction in 
Flossmoor. Complete design and initiate construction for La Grange Park and Berwyn 
water and sewer-related repairs. Continue coordination on storm retention system 
maintenance in the Village of Olympia Fields construction. Initiate studies where other 
known deficiencies exist in other Cook County communities, such as LaGrange Park, 
and Olympia Fields. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE: Complete construction of 
Flossmoor sub-project by end of FY2010. 

OTHER INFORMATION; N/A 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST: Lipinski (IL-3), Jackson, Jr. (IL-2) 

Division: Great Lakes and Ohio River District: Nashville Cumberland County Water Supply, TN 


1 February 2010 LRD - 98 


54862B 


03/19/2010 
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FACT SHEET 
CONSTRUCTION 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS LINE: Environmental Infrastructure 

PROJECT/STUDY NAME: Cumberland County Water Supply, TN 

AUTHORIZATION: Section 219 of Water Resources Development Act of 1992, as 
amended by Section 502(24) of the Water Resources Development Act of 1999. 

LOCATION: Cumberland County is located in middle Tennessee. 

DESCRIPTION: Because of rapid growth on the Cumberland Plateau of Tennessee, 
water demand is projected to exceed the supply. State of Tennessee and Cumberland 
County have requested technical assistance in identifying and developing reiiable 
regional sources of municipal and industrial water supply. 


FY2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA Construction 

Estimated Federal Cost $ 5,000,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost $ 1 ,667,000 

Cash TBD 

Other TBD 

Total Estimated Cost $ 6,667,000 


Allocation thru FY 2008 $ 370,409 

Allocation for FY 2009 $ 1 91 ,000 

Recovery Act Allocations as of 31 DEC 09 $ 0 

Allocation for FY 2010 $ 50,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 201 0 $ 4,388,591 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% TBD 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES: Complete a letter report that will include National Environmental 
Policy Act requirements, a needs analysis, a water availability assessment and will 
initiate alternative formulation. 


EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE: Complete Planning, 
Engineering, and Design in FY 2011, contingent upon funding. 

OTHER INFORMATION: N/A 


CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST: Davis (TN-04), Alexander (TN), Corker (TN) 


Division: Great Lakes and Ohio River District: Detroit Genesee County, Ml 


1 February 2010 


LRD - 99 


54862B 


03/19/2010 
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FACT SHEET 
CONSTRUCTION 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS LINE: Environmental Infrastructure 

PROJECT/STUDY NAME; Genesee County, Ml 

AUTHORIZATION: Section 219{f){59), Water Resources Development Act of 1992 (P.L. 102- 
580), as amended by Section 108(d), Appendix D, Consolidated Appropriations Act 2001 (P.L. 
106-554) 

LOCATION: Genesee County is located in southeastern Michigan. 

DESCRIPTION: The project involves the design and construction of improvements to the sewer 
infrastructure for the county. The existing wastewater collection and treatment infrastructure 
has reached its planned capacity. The Genesee County Drain Commission desires to design 
and construct a Kearsley Creek Interceptor sewer system in southeast Genesee County to 
increase the system capabilities. 




FY2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 

Construction 

Estimated Federal Cost 

$ 

6,700,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 

$ 

1,675,000 

Cash $ 


1,675,000 

Other 


$ 0 

Total Estimated Cost $ 


8,375,000 

Allocation thru FY 2008 

$ 

1,416,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 


$ 607,000 

Recovery Act Allocations as of 31 DEC 09 

$ 0 

Allocation for FY 2010 


$ 518,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 

$4,159,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 


N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES: Complete 100% design for the Kearsley Creek Interceptor. 
EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE: FY 2010 for design completion. 
OTHER INFORMATION: N/A 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST: Levin (Mi), Stabenow (Ml), Kildee (MI-9), Miller (MI-10), 
Rogers (MI-8) 


1 February 2010 

1 February 2010 LRD - 1 00 


54862B 


03/19/2010 
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FACT SHEET 
Construction 

Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS LINE : Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 
PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Indiana Shoreline, IN 


AUTHORIZATION : Section 501(a), WRDA 1986 (P.L. 99-662), as amended 


LOCATION : The Indiana Dunes National Lakeshore is located on the shore of Lake 
Michigan in Lake County, Indiana and is owned by the National Park Service. 


DESCRIPTION : The project attempts to mitigate littoral drift iosses and erosion caused 
by the Michigan City Harbor structures. The area immediately downdrift of the harbor 
between Michigan City and the existing revetment at Beverly Shores, IN comprises the 
Indiana Dunes National Lakeshore (Mt Baldy). As mitigation for littoral drift losses and 
erosion resulting from the harbor structures, the Corps will truck sand from an approved 
inland source to place along the shoreline. The authorized project includes initial beach 
nourishment of 264,500 cubic yards of material and periodic nourishment of 264,500 
cubic yards of material at five-year intervals for 50 years. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 
Estimated Federal Cost $ 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 
Cash 
Other 

Total Estimated Cost $ 


FY2010 
Construction 
184,000,000 
$ 0 

$ 0 

$ 0 

184,000,000 


Allocation thru FY 2008 

Allocation for FY 2009 

Recovery Act Allocations as of 31 DEC 09 

Allocation for FY 2010 

Balance to Complete after 2010 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 


$ 13,730,000 
$ 1,600,000 
$ 0 
$ 800,000 

$ 167,870,000 
2.5 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Complete additional sand placement along the shoreline. 


EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : N/A 

OTHER INFORMATION : The construction is being completed at 100% Federal 
expense. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Visclosky (IN-1), Lugar (IN), Bayh (IN) 


Division: Great Lakes and Ohio River District; Chicago 


Indiana Shoreline Erosion 


1 February 2010 


LRD-101 


54862B 


03/19/2010 
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FACT SHEET 
CONSTRUCTION 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS LINE: Environmental Infrastructure 

PROJECT/STUDY NAME: Negaunee, Ml 

AUTHORIZATION: Sec. 219(f)(60), Water Resources Development Act of 1 992 (PL 102-580), 
as amended by Section 108(d), Appendix D, Consolidated Appropriations Act 2001 (PL 106- 
554) 

LOCATION: The City of Negaunee is located in the Upper Peninsula of Michigan in Marquette 
County. 

DESCRIPTION: The project involves the design and construction of improvements to the sewer 
infrastructure for the city of Negaunee, including sewer replacements throughout the city and 
the construction of a sewer transmission main from Negaunee to the city of Ishpeming, 
Michigan. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 
Estimated Federal Cost $ 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost $ 

Cash $ 

Other 

Total Estimated Cost $ 


FY 2010 
Construction 
10 , 000,000 
3,333,000 
3,333,000 
$ 0 
13,333,000 


Allocation thru FY 2008 

Allocation for FY 2009 

Recovery Act Allocations as of 31 DEC 09 

Allocation for FY 2010 

Balance to Complete after FY 201 0 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 


$ 1,302,275 
$ 478,000 

$ 0 
$ 727,000 

$ 7,492,725 
N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES: Complete construction of Cliff St. sewer replacement and initiate 
construction of transmission main to Ishpeming. Ml. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE: FY 2012 for construction of current 
on-going projects. 


OTHER INFORMATION: City of Negaunee is currently designing a transmission line under 
separate agreement. Sewer replacements have been completed at Ann Street, Teal Street, 
Water Street, and Ridge Street, A new pump station was constructed at Cambria Street. 


CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST: Levin (Ml), Stabenow (Ml), Stupak (MI-1) 

1 February 2010 LRD- 102 

Division: Great Lakes and Ohio River District: Detroit Negaunee, Ml 


1 February 2010 


LRD -102 


54862B 


03/19/2010 
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FACT SHEET 
CONSTRUCTION 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS LINE: Environmental Infrastructure 


PROJECT/STUDY NAME: Northern West Virginia Environmental Infrastructure, WV 

AUTHORIZATION: Section 219 of the Water Resources Development Act (WRDA) of 1992 (PL 
1 02-580); as amended by Section 51 58 of WRDA 2007 (PL 110-114) 


LOCATION: The project area consists of twenty counties in northern WV. 

DESCRIPTION; The program provides for design and construction assistance for water and 
wastewater infrastructure. This includes projects for wastewater treatment, water supply, 
surface water resource protection and development, and environmental restoration. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 
Estimated Federal Cost $ 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost $ 

Cash 
Other 

Total Estimated Cost $ 


FY 2010 
Construction 


20,000,000 
6,667,000 
$ 0 

$ 0 

26,667,000 


Allocation thru FY 2008 $ 0 

Allocation for FY 2009 $ 0 

ARRA Allocation thru 31 Dec 2009 $ 0 

Allocation for FY 2010 $ 100,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 $ 19,900,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES: Initiate the program and coordinate selection of new projects. 


EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE: TBD 


OTHER INFORMATION: N/A 


CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST: Byrd (WV), Rockefeller (WV), Mollohan (WV-1) 


1 February 2010 

1 February 2010 LRD - 1 03 


54862B 


03/19/2010 
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FACT SHEET 
CONSTRUCTION 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS LINE: Environmental Infrastructure 


PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Ohio Environmental Assistance Program 

AUTHORIZATION : Section 594 (g) of Water Resources Development Act (WRDA) 1999 (P.L. 
106-53), as amended by Section 130 of the Energy and Water Development Appropriations Act 
of 2006 (P.L 109-103), and Section 3128 of WRDA 2007. 

LOCATION : Various communities and municipalities throughout the State of OH. 


DESCRIPTION : Program includes design and/or construction assistance for environmental 
infrastructure projects. The program focus is on water and wastewater treatment, combined 
sewer overflow problems, water supply and storage and relate facilities, mine drainage, 
environmental restoration, and surface water resource protection and development. 
Reimbursable projects are allowed. 

FY 2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA Construction 


Estimated Federal Cost 
Estimated Non-Federal Cost 
Cash 
Other 

Total Estimated Cost 


$ 240,000,000 
$ 80,000,000 
$ 80,000,000 
$ 0 
$ 320,000,000 


Allocation thru FY 2008 $ 71 ,553,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 $ 21 ,000,000 

Recovery Act Allocations as of 31 DEC 09 $ 0 

Allocation for FY 2010 $ 5,000,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 $ 142,447,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Funds will be used for design and/or construction activities for named 
projects: City of Mentor-on-the Lake ($250,000); City of Parma, OH - Bradenton Blvd. 
($200,000) and Parkhaven Drive ($200,000); Lake County ($250,000); Toledo ($600,000); 
Village of Rising Sun ($200,000); City of Hillsboro ($200,000); City of Marietta ($250,000); 
Fresno/Coshocton County ($200,000); Niles ($1,6000,000); Village of Blanchester ($200,000); 
Village of Coalton ($250,000); Village of Dalton ($200,000); Village of Oak Hill ($200,000); and 
Village of Polk ($200,000). 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : Phases ongoing. 

OTHER INFORMATION : Annual appropriations address environmental issues for named 
projects only. To date a total of 1 15 projects have been named and are completed or underway 
throughout the four Corps districts. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Voinovich (OH), Brown (OH); Ohio delegation - 18 districts 


Division: Great Lakes and Ohio River District: Huntington Ohio Environmental 

Infrastructure, OH 

1 February 201 0 LRD - 1 04 


54862B 


03/19/2010 
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Project Name 

Funding 
Amount (in 
thousands) 

USAGE District 

City of Mentor-On-The-Lake, OH 

250 

LRB 

City of Parma, OH (Brandenton Blvd) 

200 

LRB 

City of Parma, OH (Parkhaven Drive) 

200 

LRB 

Lake County, OH 

250 

LRB 

Toledo. OH 

600 

LRB 

Village of Risingsun, Wood County, OH 

200 

LRB 

Village of Polk, Ashland County, OH 

200 

LRB 

City of Parma, OH (Parkhaven Drive) 

200 

LRB 

City of Hillsboro, OH 

200 

LRH 

City of Marietta, OH (WWTP) 

250 

LRH 

Fresno, Coshocton County, OH 

200 

LRH 

Village of Coalton, Jackson County, OH 
(water line) 

250 

LRH 

Village of Dalton, OH 

200 

LRH 

Village of Oak Hill, Jackson County, OH 

200 

LRH 

Village of Blanchester, Clinton County, OH 

200 

LRL 

NiieSi OH (Lawnview Sewer Oveifidw 
Detention Basin 

1,600 

LRP 

Total FY 2010 Funding 

5,000 



Division: Great Lakes and Ohio River District: Huntington Ohio Environmental 

Infrastructure, OH 

1 February 2010 LRD-105 


54862B 


03/19/2010 
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FACT SHEET 
CONSTRUCTION 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS LINE: Environmental Infrastructure 

PROJECT/STUDY NAME: South Central Pennsylvania, PA (Section 313) 

AUTHORIZATION: Sec 313 of Water Resources Development Act (WRDA) of 1992 (P.L. 102- 
580); Seel 07 of the Energy and Water Resources Appropriations Act (E&WDAA), 1 996; Sec 
345 of Water Resources Act of 1 996 (P.L. 104-303); E&WDAA, 1998 (P.L. 105-62)and 1999 
(P.L. 105-245): Omnibus Consolidated Appropriations Act, 1999; Sec 351 and 548 of WRDA 99 
(P.L. 106-53); Sec 101 of FY 2005 Consolidated Appropriations Act (P.L. 108-447), Sec 3143 of 
WRDA 2007 (P.L. 110-114). 

LOCATION: The program consists of a 15 county area in South Central PA 

DESCRIPTION: The program involves design and construction of projects for wastewater 
treatment and related facilities, water supply, storage treatment and distribution facilities, and 
surface water resource protection and development. This program is shared with Baltimore 
(NAB) and Phiiadelphia (NAP) Districts. 


SUMMARIZED FiNANCIAL DATA 
Estimated Federal Cost $ 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost $ 

Cash 
Other 

Total Estimated Cost $ 


FY2010 

Construction 

200,000,000 

66,667,000 

TBD 

TBD 

266,667,000 


Allocation thru FY 2008 
Allocation for FY 2009 
ARRA Allocation thru as of 31 DEC 2009 
Balance to Complete after FY 201 0 
Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 


$ 154,557,475 
$ 12,500,000 
$ 8,550,000 

$ 13,604,525 
N/A 


/I 

/I 

12 


/I Program shared between LRP ($81,828,925), NAB ($85,928,550), and NAP ($7,850,000). 
12 Split between LRP and NAB for FY10: LRP ($6,900,000), NAB ($3,888,000). 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES: Execute Project Partnership Agreements for newly identified projects; 
complete design and/or construction for 24 on-going projects. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE: Varies by individual project. 


OTHER INFORMATION: Section 3143 of WRDA 2007 increased authorization to $200,000,000. 
Program ceiling will be approached by end of FY 2010. 


CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST: Casey (PA), Specter (PA), Dahikemper (PA-3), Altmire (PA-4), 
Shuster (PA-9), Murtha (PA-12), Doyle (PA-14), Murphy (PA-18) 


1 February 2010 


LRD- 106 


54862B 


03/19/2010 
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FACT SHEET 
CONSTRUCTION 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS LINE : Environmental Infrastructure 

PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Southern & Eastern Kentucky Environmental Infrastructure, KY 

AUTHORIZATION : Section 531 of WRDA 1996 (PL 104-303), as amended by Section 532 of 
WRDA 1999 (PL 106-53); amended by Section 127 of EWDAA 2003, Div. D (PL 108-7); 
amended by Section 5078 of WRDA 2007 (PL 110-114). 

LOCATION : Project comprises a 29 county region in southern and eastern KY. 

DESCRIPTION : Program includes design and/or construction assistance for environmental 
infrastructure projects. The focus is on wastewater treatment and collection systems and 
environmental restoration in cooperation with KY Personal Responsibility in a Desirable 
Environment (PRIDE). 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 
Estimated Federal Cost 
Estimated Non-Federal Cost 
Cash 
Other 

Total Estimated Cost 


FY 2010 
Construction 
$ 40,000,000 
$ 13,333,333 
$ 13,333,333 
$ 0 
$ 53,333,333 


Allocation thru FY 2008 

Allocation for FY 2009 

Recovery Act Allocations as of 31 DEC 09 

Allocation for FY 2010 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 


$ 27,078,000 
$ 2 , 000,000 
$ 1,000,000 
$ 969,000 

$ 8,953,000 

N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Funding will be used to continue infrastructure improvements for projects 
which will be newly selected in cooperation with KY PRIDE. 


EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : On-going. 
OTHER INFORMATION : This is a reimbursable program. 


CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Sunning (KY), McConnell (KY), Rogers (KY-05) 


Division; Great Lakes and Ohio River District; Huntington Southern & Eastern Kentucky 

Environmental Infrastructure, KY 


1 February 2010 


LRD- 107 


54862B 


03/19/2010 
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FACT SHEET 
CONSTRUCTION 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS LINE : Environmental Infrastructure 

PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Southern WV Environmental Infrastructure 

AUTHORIZATION : Section 340 of Water Resource Development Act (WRDA) 1992 (PL 102- 
580), as amended by Section 359 of PL 104-303; Section 368 of PL 106-53; Section 550 of PL 
106-541; and Section 5156 of WRDA 2007 (PL 110-1 14) 

LOCATION : Seventeen counties within the WV 3“ Congressional district. 

DESCRIPTION : Program provides for design and/or construction assistance for environmental 
infrastructure and resource protection and development, including projects for wastewater 
treatment, water supply, surface water resource protection and development, and environmental 
restoration. Process for selecting projects is administered by the Corps and the West Virginia 
Infrastructure and Jobs Development Council (WVIJDC). 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 
Estimated Federal Cost 
Estimated Non-Federal Cost 
Cash 
Other 

Total Estimated Cost 


FY 2010 
Construction 
$ 40,000,000 
$ 13,333,000 
$ 13,333,000 
$ 0 
$ 53,000,000 


Allocation thru FY 2008 

Allocation for FY 2009 

Recovery Act Allocations as of 31 DEC 09 

Allocation for FY 2010 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 


$ 19,213,000 
$ 789,000 

$ 4,789,000 

$ 1 , 000,000 
$ 14,209,000 
N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Funds will be used to continue design and/or construction activities for 
selected projects and those newly selected in cooperation with the WVIJDC. 


EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : On-going. 


OTHER INFORMATION : This project is a reimbursable program. 


CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Byrd (WV), Rockefeller (WV); Rahall (WV-03). 


Division; Great Lakes and Ohio River District; Huntington Southern West Virginia 

Environmental Infrastructure, WV 


1 February 2010 


LRD-108 


54862B 


03/19/2010 
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FACT SHEET 
CONSTRUCTION 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS LINE: Environmental Infrastructure 

PROJECT/STUDY NAME: Three Rivers Wet Weather Demonstration Program, Allegheny 
County, PA 

AUTHORIZATION: Section 219, WRDA 1992 (P.L. 102-580); as amended by Section 504, 
WRDA 1996 (P.L. 104-303); as amended by Section 502, WRDA 1999 (P.L. 106-53) and 
Section 108, (P.L. 106-554) 

LOCATION: Allegheny County, PA, has over 80 communities with sanitary sewer systems that 
overflow raw sewage into streams and rivers during wet weather. The 200 square mile service 
area contains a population of approximately 850,000. 

DESCRIPTION: Projects consist of technical, planning, design, and construction assistance to 
the Three Rivers Wet Weather Demonstration Program (3RWWDP). The 3RWWDP is a 
partnership of regulatory agencies, municipalities, governments and environmental groups 
working to develop solutions to eliminate sanitary sewer overflows. Assistance is provided to 
priority areas of the county, which are under a Commonwealth of Pennsylvania court order to 
eliminate sanitary sewer overflows. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 
Estimated Federal Cost $20,000,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost $ 

Cash 

Other 

Total Estimated Cost $26,667,000 

Allocation thru FY 2008 

Allocation for FY 2009 

Recovery Act Allocation as of 31 DEC 2009 

Allocation for FY 2010 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 


FY 2010 
Construction 


6,667,000 

TBD 

TBD 

$ 3,344,000 
$ 400,000 

$ 7,250,000 
$ 969,000 

$ 8,037,000 
N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES: $969,000 will be used to complete the design and start construction for 
the combined sewer overflow (CSO) project at Pine Hollow Run. 


EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE: FY 2011 for completion of 
construction at Pine Hollow Run. 


OTHER INFORMATION: N/A 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST: Casey (PA), Specter (PA), Doyle (PA-14), Altmire (PA^), 
Thompson (PA-5) 

Division: Great Lakes and Ohio River District: Pittsburgh Three Rivers Wet Weather 

Demonstration Program, PA 


1 February 2010 


LRD-109 


54862B 


03/19/2010 
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RECREATION 


1 February 2010 


LRD-110 


54862B 


03/19/2010 
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INVESTIGATIONS 


1 February 2010 


LRD- 111 


54862B 


03/19/2010 
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FACT SHEET 
INVESTIGATIONS 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE : Recreation 

PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Northern Kentucky Riverfront Commons, Kentucky 

AUTHORIZATION : Committee on Transportation and Infrastructure, United States House of 
Representatives, Resolution No. 2517, dated May 7, 1997 

LOCATION : The communities of Covington, Newport, Bellevue, Dayton, and Ludlow, Kentucky, 
are located on the Ohio River, directly across from the city of Cincinnati, Ohio, at river miie 
470.0. 

DESCRIPTION : The project consists of recreation, bank stabilization, and erosion control 
measures along the Ohio River shoreline. Opportunities for ecosystem restoration will also be 
evaluated. 


FY 2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 
Estimated Federal Cost 
Estimated Non-Federal Cost 
Cash 
Credit 

Total Estimated Cost 


Allocation thru 2008 $ 0 

Allocation for FY 2009 $ 96,000 

Recovery Act Allocations as of 31 DEC 09 $ 0 

Allocation for FY 2010 $ 1 12,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 $ 142,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% TBD 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES: Continuation of feasibility study including initiation of identification of 
potential alternative plans. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE: FY 201 1 for feasibility. 

OTHER INFORMATION: A Master Plan and 905(b) Analysis was completed for the project in 
March 2007, and included the communities of Newport, Bellevue, and Covington. Two 
additional communities: Ludlow and Dayton will be included in the feasibility study. The non- 
federal sponsor wili be the Northern Kentucky Port Authority. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTERESTS: McConnell (KY), Running (KY), Davis (KY^) 


Study 
$ 350,000 
$ 350,000 
$ 325,000 
$ 25,000 
$ 700,000 


Division: Great Lakes and Ohio River 


District: Louisville Northern 

Kentucky Riverfront Commons, KY 


1 February 2010 


LRD-112 


54862B 


03/19/2010 
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CONSTRUCTION 


1 February 2010 


LRD-113 


54862B 


03/19/2010 
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FACT SHEET 
CONSTRUCTION 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS LINE: Recreation 


PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Ohio Riverfront, Cincinnati, Ohio 

AUTHORIZATION : Section 51 1 6 of Water Resources Development Act 2007 (P.L. 110- 
114) 

LOCATION : The limits of the project are in the city of Cincinnati, located in southwest 
Ohio along Ohio River Mile 470.0. 

DESCRIPTION : The project area includes access and passive recreation features such 
as walkways/trails, stairways, an elevator, restroom facilities, fountains. Informal grass 
terraces, landscaping, lighting, and water features. The project objective is to enhance 
public use of the recreational and environmental amenities of the Ohio River. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 
Estimated Federal Cost 
Estimated Non-Federal Cost 
Cash 
Other 

Total Estimated Cost 


FY2010 
Construction 
$ 15,000,000 
$ 15,000,000 
$ 7,500,000 
$ 7,500,000 
$ 30,000,000 


Allocation thru FY 2008 

Allocation for FY 2009 

Recovery Act Allocations as of 31 DEC 09 

Allocation for FY 2010 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 

Benefit to Cost Ratio Applicable Rate (4.625%) 


$ 3,105,000 
$ 2,871,000 
$ 0 
$ 2,374,000 
$ 6,650,000 
5.0 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Carry-over funds in the amount of $2,884,777 and FY10 
funds will be used to award a construction contract for the first phase of the project, 
to complete plans and specifications for Phase 2, and to award a second 
construction contract. 


EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : FY 201 2 for construction, 
contingent upon funding. 

OTHER INFORMATION : The Project Partnership Agreement (PPA) will be executed 
with the non-Federal sponsor once the PPA is approved. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTERESTS : Voinovich (OH), Brown (OH), Driehaus (OH-1), 
Schmidt (OH-2) 


Division; Great Lakes and Ohio River 


District: Louisville Ohio Riverfront, Cincinnati, OH 


1 February 2010 


LRD- 114 


54862B 


03/19/2010 
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OPERATION AND 
MAINTENANCE 


1 February 2010 


LRD-115 


54862B 


03/19/2010 
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FACT SHEET 

OPERATIONS AND MAINTENANCE 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS LINE : Navigation 
PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Arcadia Harbor, Ml 
AUTHORIZATION : Rivers and Harbors Act of 2 Mar 1905. 

LOCATION : Located on the east shore of Lake Michigan, 193 miles northeast of Chicago, IL 
and 15 miles north of Manistee, Ml. 

DESCRIPTION : Shallow draft harbor with 1,100 feet of Federal channel maintained at 8 feet, 
and more than 2,400 feet of maintained piers. 

FY 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 
Estimated Federal Cost 
Estimated Non-Federal Cost 
Cash 
Other 

Total Estimated Cost 


Allocation thru FY 2008 N/A 

Allocation for FY 2009 $ 105,000 

Recovery Act Allocations as of 31 DEC 09 $ 0 

Allocation for FY 2010 $99,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 N/A 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Funds were allocated as part of the Michigan Regional dredging 
provision (Arcadia was specifically named). Funds will be used for completion of project 
condition surveys, preparing plans and specifications, advertising and awarding a contract to 
perform maintenance dredging. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : All work is scheduled to be 
completed during FY2010. 

OTHER INFORMATION : N/A 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Levin (Ml), Stabenow (Ml), Hoekstra (MI-2) 


Division: Great Lakes and Ohio River District; Detroit Arcadia Harbor, Ml 


1 February 2010 LRD - 116 


2010 

erations and Maintenance 
N/A 
N/A 
N/A 
N/A 
N/A 


54862B 


03/19/2010 
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FACT SHEET 

OPERATIONS AND MAINTENANCE 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS LINE : Navigation 

PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Ashiand Harbor, Wl 

AUTHORiZATiON : Rivers and Harbors Act of 5 Aug 1 886, as amended. 

LOCATION : Located at the head of Chequamegon Bay, on the south shore of Lake Superior, 
about 65 miles east of Duluth, MN. 

DESCRIPTION : Deep draft commercial harbor with over one mile of Federal channel 
maintained between 20 and 27 feet of depth, and nearly 8,000 feet of maintained breakwaters. 

FY 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 
Estimated Federal Cost 
Estimated Non-Federal Cost 
Cash 
Other 

Total Estimated Cost 


Allocation thru FY 2008 N/A 

Allocation for FY 2009 $ 0 

Recovery Act Allocations as of 31 DEC 09 $ 0 

Allocation for FY 2010 $913,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 N/A 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Funds will be used for completion of project condition surveys, preparing 
plans and specifications, advertising and awarding a contract to perform maintenance dredging, 
and structural repairs of breakwaters by Government floating plant. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : All work is scheduled to be 
completed during FY2010. 

OTHER INFORMATION : N/A 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Feingold (Wl), Kohl (Wl), Obey (WI-7) 


Division: Great Lakes and Ohio River District: Detroit Ashland Harbor, Wl 


1 February 2010 LRD - 1 1 7 


2010 

Operations and Maintenance 
N/A 
N/A 
N/A 
N/A 
N/A 


54862B 


03/19/2010 
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FACT SHEET 

OPERATIONS AND MAINTENANCE 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS LINE : Navigation 

PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Cornucopia Harbor, Wl 

AUTHORIZATION : Rivers and Harbors Act of 26 Aug 1937, 3 Sep 1954. 

LOCATION : Located at the mouth of the SiskIwIt River on the south shore of Lake Superior, 49 
miles east of Duluth, MN. 

DESCRIPTION : Shallow draft harbor with 2,000 feet of Federal channel maintained between 8 
and 10 feet and more than 1,500 feet of maintained piers. 

FY 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 
Estimated Federal Cost 
Estimated Non-Federal Cost 
Cash 
Other 

Total Estimated Cost 


Allocation thru FY 2008 N/A 

Allocation for FY 2009 $ 0 

Recovery Act Allocations as of 31 DEC 09 $ 0 

Allocation for FY 2010 $ 171,270 

Balance to Complete after FY 201 0 N/A 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Pending receipt of guidance, funds will be used for a review of the 
completed project (lAW Section 216 of the River and Harbor and Flood Control Act of 1970) for 
possible modifications due to changed conditions. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : FY2010 for initial assessment for 
review of completed project. 

OTHER INFORMATION : N/A 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Feingold (Wl), Kohl (Wl), Obey (WI-7) 


Division: Great Lakes and Ohio River District; Detroit Cornucopia Harbor, Wl 


1 February 2010 LRD - 1 18 


2010 

Operations and Maintenance 
N/A 
N/A 
N/A 
N/A 
N/A 


54862B 


03/19/2010 
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FACT SHEET 

OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS LINE : Recreation 

PROJECT/STUDY NAME : J. Percy Priest Greenway, TN 

AUTHORIZATION : Sec. 5132, Water Resources Development Act (WRDA) of 2007, 
(P.L. 110-114); Sec. 121, Energy and Water Development and Related Agencies 
Appropriations Act, 2010 (P. L. 111-85). 

LOCATION : Murfreesboro, Tennessee 

DESCRIPTION : To construct a trail system at the J. Percy Priest Dam and Reservoir, 
Tennessee and adjacent public property. 


FY 2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA Construction 


Estimated Federal Cost $ 10,300,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost $ 0 

Cash $ 0 

Other $ 0 

Total Estimated Cost $10,300,000 

Allocation thru FY 2008 $ 480,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 $ 600,000 

RecoveryAct Allocations as of 31 DEC 09 $ 0 

Allocation for FY 2010 $ 3,465,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 $ 5,755,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% TBD 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : WRDA Implementation Guidance is under development and will 
be Integrated Into the Implementation of this project upon finalization. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : Plans and Specs complete 
in FY 2012. 

OTHER INFORMATION : N/A 
CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Gordon (TN-06) 


Division: Great Lakes and Ohio River District; Nashville J. Percy Priest Greenway, TN 


1 February 2010 


LRD-119 


54862B 


03/19/2010 
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FACT SHEET 

OPERATIONS AND MAINTENANCE 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE : Navigation 
PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Kewaunee Harbor. Wl 

AUTHORIZATION : Rivers and Harbors Acts of 1881,1910, 1935, and 1960, 

LOCATION : Located on the west shore of Lake Michigan about 1 05 miles from Green Bay, via 
the Sturgeon Bay Harbor and Lake Michigan Canal. 

DESCRIPTION : Deep draft commercial harbor with approximately 5,500 feet of Federal 
channel maintained at 20 feet deep. There are also approximately 6,500 feet of maintained 
structures, inciuding breakwaters and piers. 


FY 2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA Operations and Maintenance 

Estimated Federal Cost N/A 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost N/A 

Cash N/A 

Other N/A 

Total Estimated Cost N/A 

Allocation thru FY 2008 N/A 

Allocation for FY 2009 $ 80,000 

Recovery Act Allocations as of 31 DEC 09 $ 1 ,402,031 

Allocation for FY 2010 $424,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 201 0 N/A 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Funds will be used to complete structural repairs of breakwaters and 
piers by Government floating plant. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : N/A 
OTHER INFORMATION : N/A 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Feingold (Wl). Kohl (Wl), Kagen (WI-8) 


Division: Great Lakes and Ohio River District: Detroit 


Kewaunee Harbor, Wl 


1 February 2010 


LRD-120 


54862B 


03/19/2010 
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FACT SHEET 

OPERATIONS AND MAINTENANCE 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE : Navigation 

PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Menominee Harbor, Ml & Wl 

AUTHORIZATION : Rivers and Harbors Act of 3 Mar 1871 , as amended 

LOCATION : Located on Lake Michigan at the mouth of the Menominee River on the western 
shore of Green Bay, 16 miles northwest of the mouth of Sturgeon Bay and 49 miles northeast of 
Green Bay Harbor, about 155 miles from Milwaukee via Sturgeon Bay Harbor and the Lake 
Michigan Ship Canal. 

DESCRIPTION : Deep draft commercial harbor with over 2 miles of Federal channel maintained 
at 21 to 23 feet of depth, and more than 3,700 feet of maintained piers. 


FY 2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA Operations and Maintenance 

Estimated Federal Cost N/A 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost N/A 

Cash N/A 

Other N/A 

Total Estimated Cost N/A 

Allocation thru FY 2008 N/A 

Allocation for FY 2009 $ 0 

Recovery Act Allocations as of 31 DEC 2009 $ 0 

Allocation for FY 2010 $ 1 17,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 N/A 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Funds were allocated as part of the Michigan Regional dredging 
provision (Menominee was specifically named). However, Menominee Harbor does not 
currently have a maintenance dredging need; therefore, a reprogramming action into another 
harbor is recommended, 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : N/A 

OTHER INFORMATION : There is a need for $233,000 for navigation structure repairs and 
project condition surveys at Menominee Harbor which has been previously identifed. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Levin (Ml), Stabenow (Ml), Feingold (Wl), Kohl (Wl), Stupak 
(MI-1), Kagen (WI-8) 


Division: Great Lakes and Ohio River District: Detroit Menominee Harbor, Ml & Wl 


1 February 2010 


LRD-121 


54862B 


03/19/2010 
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FACT SHEET 

OPERATIONS AND MAINTENANCE 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE : Navigation 
PROJECT/STUDY NAME : New Buffalo Harbor, Ml 
AUTHORIZATION : Rivers and Harbors Act of 1962 

LOCATION : Located at the mouth of the Galien River on the southeast shore of Lake Michigan, 
about 45 miles east of Chicago, IL. 

DESCRIPTION : Shallow draft harbor with approximately 2,100 feet of Federal channel 
maintained at 8 and 10 feet and more than 2,000 feet of maintained breakwaters. 


FY 2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA Operations and Maintenance 

Estimated Federal Cost N/A 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost N/A 

Cash N/A 

Other N/A 

Total Estimated Cost N/A 

Allocation thru FY 2008 N/A 

Allocation for FY 2009 $ 0 

Recovery Act Allocations as of 31 DEC 09 $ 0 

Allocation for FY 2010 $ 100,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 20 1 0 N/A 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Funds were allocated as part of the Michigan Regional dredging 
provision (New Buffalo was specifically named). Funds will be used for completion of project 
condition surveys, preparing plans and specifications, advertising and awarding a contract to 
perform maintenance dredging. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : N/A 
OTHER INFORMATION : N/A 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Levin (Mi), Stabenow (Ml), Upton (MI-6) 


1 February 2010 


LRD-122 


54862B 


03/19/2010 
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FACT SHEET 

OPERATIONS AND MAINTENANCE 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE : Navigation 
PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Ogdensburg Harbor, NY 


AUTHORIZATION : River & Harbor Acts of 1910 (P.L 60-317), 1919 (P.L. 65-200) and 
1935 (P.L 74-409) 

LOCATION : Located on the St. Lawrence River, at the mouth of the Oswegatchie River, 
in Ogdensburg, St. Lawrence County, NY. 


DESCRIPTION : Ogdensburg Harbor is a deep draft commercial harbor whose 
authorized depths are 19 feet in the upper entrance channel and city front channei, 21 
feet in the lower basin and 27 feet in the lower entrance channel. This active 
commercial harbor shipped/received 103,000 tons of commodities including road salt 
and corn gluten in 2007. Major stakeholders include U.S Coast Guard, Ogdensburg 
Bridge and Port Authority, commercial shipping interests and the recreational boating 
community. 

FY2010 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 
Estimated Federal Cost 
Estimated Non-Federal Cost 
Cash 
Other 

Total Estimated Cost 


Operations and Maintenance 
N/A 
N/A 
N/A 
N/A 
N/A 


Allocation thru FY 2008 N/A 

Allocation for FY 2009 $0 

Recovery Act Allocations as of 31 December 09 $0 

Allocation for FY 2010 $70,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 N/A 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Perform sediment sampling and analysis in preparation for 
maintenance dredging. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : Completion of the sediment 
sampling and analysis activities scheduled will occur in FY 2010. 

OTHER INFORMATION : The harbor sediments have not been tested since 1981, but 
were not suitable for open water placement when last analyzed. Dredging would be 
problematic unless sediments are tested and found suitable for open water placement. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Owens (NY-23). Schumer (NY), Gillibrand (NY) 


Division: Great Lakes and Ohio River District: Buffalo Ogdensburg Harbor, NY 


1 February 2010 


LRD - 123 


54862B 


03/19/2010 
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FACT SHEET 

OPERATIONS AND MAINTENANCE 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE : Navigation 
PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Olcott Harbor. NY 

AUTHORIZATION : River & Harbor Acts of 1867 and 1913 (P.L. 62-241 ) and Water 
Resources Development Act of 1986 (P.L 99-662) 

LOCATION : Located on Lake Ontario at the mouth of Eighteen Mile Creek in the Village 
of Olcott, Niagara County, NY. 

DESCRIPTION : Olcott Harbor is a shallow draft recreation harbor whose authorized 
depth is 12 feet in the Federal navigation channel, which is 140 feet wide and 
approximately 1 ,400 feet long. This Harbor of Refuge is protected by the east and west 
piers with a total length of 1 ,723 feet. Major stakeholders include charter fishing 
interests and the recreational boating community. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 
Estimated Federal Cost 
Estimated Non-Federal Cost 
Cash 
Other 

Total Estimated Cost 


FY 2010 

Operations and Maintenance 
N/A 
N/A 
N/A 
N/A 
N/A 


Allocation thru FY 2008 N/A 

Allocation for FY 2009 $ 0 

Recovery Act Allocations as of 31 December 09 $ 0 

Allocation for FY 2010 $ 197,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 201 0 N/A 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Perform minor pier repair on spalled surfaces to address public 
safety issues associated with the deterioration of the walking surface on the concrete 
cap, including addition of safety ladders and removal of miscellaneous metalwork 
embedded in the concrete cap. Anticipate contract award in FY 2010. 


EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : Completion of the pier repair 
activities is scheduled to occur in FY 2010. 


OTHER INFORMATION : N/A 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Slaughter (NY-28), Schumer (NY), Glllibrand (NY) 


Division: Great Lakes and Ohio River District: Buffalo 


Olcott Harbor, NY 


1 February 2010 


LRD-124 


54862B 


03/19/2010 



2710 


FACT SHEET 

OPERATION & MAINTENANCE 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE: Recreation 


PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Parkersburg Riverfront Park, WV 

AUTHORIZATION : Water Resources Development Act (WRDA) 1999 (P.L. 106-53), Section 
557 (1), as amended by WRDA 2007 (P.L. 110-114), Section 3172. 


LOCATION : The proposed park is located just upstream of the confluence of the Little Kanawha 
River and Ohio River (River Mile 184.5) in Parkersburg, Wood County, West Virginia. 


DESCRIPTION : The project consists of an expanded excursion boat landing, a 1,200-foot long 
riverwall with a 20-foot wide esplanade, amphitheater, restrooms, open seating areas, picnic 
areas, a handicap accessible fishing pier, and a walking trail. Additional parking for automobiles 
and tour buses is also planned. 


FY 2010 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 

O&M 

Estimated Federal Cost 

$ 6,000,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 

$ 6,000,000 

Cash 

$ 5,900,000 

Other 

$ 100,000 

Total Estimated Cost 

$ 12,000,000 

Allocation thru FY 2008 

$ 1,789,000 

Aliocation for FY 2009 

$ 1,396,000 

Allocation for FY 2010 

$ 2,758,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 201 0 

$ 57,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 

N/A 

''' Includes $805 allocated In the General 

Investigations Appropriation 

FY 2010 ACTIVITIES: Construction of the riverfront park will continue. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION 

FY FOR PHASE: FY 2011 for i 

OTHER INFORMATION: N/A 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST: Bvrd (WV). Rockefeller (WV). Mollohan 


Division: Great Lakes and Ohio River District: Huntington Parkersburg Riverfront Park, WV 


1 February 2010 


LRD-125 


54862B 


03/19/2010 
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FACT SHEET 

OPEFIATIONS AND MAINTENANCE 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE : Navigation 
PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Pentwater Harbor, Ml 

AUTHORIZATION : Rivers and Harbors Acts of 2 Mar 1867, 3 Mar 1873, 5 Jul 1884, 13 Jul 
1982, and 2 Mar 1907. 

LOCATION : Located on the east shore of Lake Michigan, 146 miles northeast of Chicago, IL 
and 14 miles south of Ludington, Ml. 

DESCRIPTION : Shallow draft harbor, with 2,500 feet of Federal channel maintained at 12 feet, 
and more than 4,000 feet of maintained piers and revetments. 


FY 2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA Operations and Maintenance 

Estimated Federal Cost N/A 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost N/A 

Cash N/A 

Other N/A 

Total Estimated Cost N/A 

Allocation thru FY 2008 N/A 

Allocation for FY 2009 $ 1 27,000 

Recovery Act Allocations as of 31 DEC 09 $ 0 

Allocation for FY 2010 $ 100,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 201 0 N/A 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Funds were allocated as part of the Michigan Regional dredging 
provision (Pentwater was specifically named). However, the dredging of Pentwater Harbor with 
^nds allocated in FY2009 has been defemed at the request of the local community and will now 
be completed in the spring of 2010. Consequently, additional FY10 funding will not be needed 
and a reprogramming action into another harbor is recommended. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : All work is scheduled to be 
completed during FY2010. 

OTHER INFORMATION : The Village of Pentwater specifically requested that the FY 2009 
maintenance dredging project be deferred until the spring of 2010 because the shoaling in the 
navigation channel was less severe than originally anticipated. In addition, by deferring the 
work until the spring of 2010, we may be able to accomodate any shoaling caused by fall and 
winter storms and include it in the FY 2009 dredging contract. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Levin (Ml), Stabenow (Ml), Hoektra (MI-2) 


1 February 2010 


LRD - 126 


54862B 


03/19/2010 
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FACT SHEET 

OPERATIONS AND MAINTENANCE 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE : Navigation 

PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Presque Isle Harbor, Ml 

AUTHORIZATION : Rivers and Harbors Acts of 1896, 1902, 1935, and 1960 

LOCATION : Located on the south shore of Lake Superior near Marquette, Ml. 

DESCRIPTION : Deep draft commercial harbor with Federal channel areas maintained at 
depths of 30 feet in the approach and 28 feet in the inner basin, and more than 2,800 feet of 
breakwaters. 


FY 2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA Operations and Maintenance 

Estimated Federal Cost N/A 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost N/A 

Cash N/A 

Other N/A 

Total Estimated Cost N/A 

Allocation thru FY 2008 N/A 

Allocation for FY 2009 $ 289,000 

Recovery Act Allocations as of 31 DEC 09 $ 0 

Allocation for FY 2010 $318,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 N/A 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Funds will be used to complete structural repairs of the breakwaters by 
Government floating plant. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : N/A 
OTHER INFORMATION : N/A 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Levin (Ml), Stabenow (Ml), Stupak (MI-1) 


Division: Great Lakes and Ohio River 


District: Detroit 


Presque Isle Harbor, Ml 


1 February 2010 


LRD - 127 


54862B 


03/19/2010 
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FACT SHEET 

OPERATIONS AND MAINTENANCE 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE : Navigation 
PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Two Harbors Harbor. MN 

AUTHORIZATION : Rivers and Harbors Acts of 5 Aug 1885, 30 Aug 1935, 7 Nov 1945, and 14 
Jul 1960 


LOCATION : Located on the north shore of Lake Superior, 27 miles northeast of Duluth, MN. 

DESCRIPTION : Deep draft commercial harbor with approximately 2,500 feet of Federal 
channel maintained at 28 and 30 feet of depth and more than 2,500 feet of maintained 
breakwaters. 


FY 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 
Estimated Federal Cost 
Estimated Non-Federal Cost 
Cash 
Other 

Total Estimated Cost 


2010 

Operations and Maintenance 
N/A 
N/A 
N/A 
N/A 
N/A 


Allocation thru FY 2008 N/A 

Allocation for FY 2009 $ 278,000 

Recovery Act Allocations as of 31 DEC 09 $ 0 

Allocation for FY 2010 $333,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 201 0 N/A 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Funds will be used to complete structural repairs of breakwaters by 
Government floating plant. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE: N/A 


OTHER INFORMATION : N/A 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Franken (MN), Klobuchar (MN), Oberstar (MN-8) 


Division: Great Lakes and Ohio River District: Detroit 


Two Harbors Harbor, MN 


1 February 2010 


LRD-128 


54862B 


03/19/2010 
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FACT SHEET 
INVESTIGATIONS 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS LINE : Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 

PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Bossier Parish, LA 

AUTHORIZATION : Sec 216, 1970 Flood Control Act, as amended by WRDA 1986 

LOCATION : Bossier Parish is located in the northwest corner of Louisiana, east of the Red 
River. 

DESCRIPTION : The study is investigating alternatives to address water resource problems and 
needs in Bossier Parish, LA. Major streams located in the area include Red Chute Bayou, Bayou 
Bodcau, Loggy Bayou, Cypress Bayou, Flat River, and the Red River. Bossier Parish is affected 
by both headwater and backwater flooding. 


FY2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA Study 

Estimated Federal Cost $1,519,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 1,142,000 

Cash (571,000) 

Other (571,000) 

Total Estimated Cost 2,661,000 

Allocations thru FY 2008 571 ,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 191 ,000 

Recovery Act Allocations to Date 0 

Allocation for FY 20 1 0 278,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 479,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio at 7% N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Funds are being used to continue feasibility studies. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : To be determined. 

OTHER INFORMATION : Reconnaissance studies indicated a Federal interest in pursuing cost- 
shared feasibility studies. Approximately 101,000 people reside in the 1 00-year flood plain area. 
Feasibility studies will include investigations directed at modifying Bayou Bodcau Dam to improve 
its flood damage reduction capabilities. The FCSA was executed 1 1 January 2006. 

Bayou Bodcau Dam has recently been classified as DSAC III as part of the Corps-wide dam 
safety initiative. Guidance indicates that the dam must be remediated to DSAC IV prior to any 
modifications being made to the dam or its functions that increase risk. Such repairs will be part 
of the study's recommended plan. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Senate: Vitter and Landrieu (LA); House; Fleming (LA-04) 
DISTRICT : Vicksburg 


1 February 2010 


MVD-7 
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FACT SHEET 
INVESTIGATIONS 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS LINE : Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 

STUDY NAME : Calcasieu River Basin, LA 

AUTHORIZATION : RHA 22 Dec 44 and 2 Mar 45, HRs 23 Jun 64, 5 Oct 66, 3 Oct 68 and 
2 Dec 70 

LOCATION : The study area does not encompass all of Calcasieu Parish, but covers only two 
drainage districts (Gravity Drainage Districts 4 and 5) and also the southwest portion of the city of 
Lake Charles. 

DESCRIPTION : The feasibility study is investigating flood reduction and environmental 
restoration measures in this part of the Calcasieu River Basin. Possible improvements include 
but are not limited to: clearing and snagging, channel widening and deepening, retention ponds 
and pumps. Streams being studied in GDD 4 (west side of Calcasieu River) include W-4, W-5, 
Hyppolyte Coulee, Black Bayou, Bayou Contraband, W-16, Kayouchee Coulee, and W-15. 
Streams being studied In GDD5 (east side of Calcasieu River) include Bayou Choupique and 
Bayou D’Inde. 


FY 2010 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 

Study 

Estimated Federal Cost 

$1,475,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 

1,330,000 

Total Estimated Cost 

$2,805,000 

Allocation thru FY 2008 

$1,230,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 

$ 117,000 

Allocation for FY 2010 

$ 90,000 

Recovery Act Allocations to Date 

0 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 

$ 38,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @7% 

N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Design the selected plan, complete the environmental assessment, and 
continue feasibility. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : To be determined. 

OTHER INFORMATION : The Calcasieu River Basin study is a traditional flood and coastal storm 
damage reduction feasibility study to provide drainage improvements to SW Lake Charles, 

GDD4, and GDD5. Continue coordination with the Calcasieu Parish Police Jury and City of Lake 
Charles on plan selection. Draft Feasibility Report scheduled for December 2010. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Senate: Landrieu and Vitter (LA); House: Boustany (LA-7) 

DISTRICT: New Orleans 


1 February 2010 


MVD-8 
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FACT SHEET 
INVESTIGATIONS 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS PROGFtAM: Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 

STUDY NAME: Louisiana Coastai Protection and Restoration (LACPR), LA 

AUTHORIZATION: E&WD Act of 2006 (P.L 109-103), 19 Nov 05, and Emergency Supplemental 
Appropriations Act of 2006, Chapter 3 (P.L.109-148), 30 Dec 05; Emergency Supplemental 
Appropriations to Address Hurricanes in the Gulf of Mexico, and Pandemic Influenza Act of 2006 
(P. L. 109-234); 2008 Consolidated Appropriations Act (P.L. 110-161 ) 

LOCATION : The project is located in southern Louisiana. 

DESCRIPTION: Funds were provided to conduct a comprehensive hurricane protection analysis 
and design to develop and present a full range of flood control, coastal restoration, and hurricane 
protection measures for South Louisiana. 



FY2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 

Study 

Estimated Federal Cost 

$25,872,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 

0 

Cash 

0 

Other 

0 

Total Estimated Cost 

$25,872,000 

Allocations thru FY 2008 

22,872,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 

0 

Allocation for FY 2010 

2,510,000 

Recovery Act Allocations to Date 

0 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 

490,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio 

N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES: Upon receipt of a letter from the Governor of the State of Louisiana that 
identifies the state's priorities, this effort will continue.per Federal funds in the amount of 
$100,000 would be used to develop and negotiate a feasibility cost sharing agreement and 
project management plan (PMP) with the State of Louisiana for a study to be cost shared 50 
percent Federal/50 percent non-Federal. The PMP would identify the total study costs and tasks, 
to refine and integrate LACPR findings and outputs regarding alternative trade-offs, and coastal 
landscape contributions to risk management, with ongoing Hurricane Storm Damage Reduction 
projects and Coastal Protection and Restoration projects and to delineate comprehensive plans 
for higher levels of storm surge risk reduction. 

EARLiEST ATTAiNABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE: To Be Determined. 

OTHER INFORMATION: The final Technical Report was submitted to the Assistant Secretary of 
the Army for Civil Works on 13 September 2009. By letter dated 2 November 2009, the Assistant 
Secretary of the Army (Civil Works) notified the Governor of the State of Louisiana that the State 
needs to identify their position and priorities before the LACPR Technicai Report will be 
forwarded to Congress. To date, no response has been received from the State. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST: Senate: Landrieu and Vitter, LA; House: Scalise (LA-1 ), 

Cao (LA-2), Melancon (LA-3), Cassidy (LA-6), and Boustany (LA-7). 

DISTRICT: New Orleans 


1 February 201 0 
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FACT SHEET 
INVESTIGATIONS 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS PROGRAM : Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 
PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Pearl River Watershed, MS 
AUTHORIZATION : WRDA 2007, Sec 3104. 

LOCATION : The study area is located in that portion of the Jackson, Mississippi, metropolitan 
area below the Ross Barnett Reservoir dam which is subject to flooding from the Pearl River. 

DESCRIPTION : The Jackson Metropolitan Area, a primary regional economic center, suffers 
annual flood damages attributable to the Pearl River of approximately $10 million. The flood of 
record occurred in 1979 causing $440 million in damages in today's dollars. The feasibility study 
investigated aiternatives for flood damage reduction. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 
Estimated Federal Cost 
Estimated Non-Federal Cost 
Cash 
Other 

Total Estimated Cost 

Allocations thru FY 2008 
Allocation for FY 2009 
Recovery Act Allocations to Date 
Allocation for FY 2010 
Balance to Complete after FY 2010 
Benefit to Cost Ratio at 7% 0.86 

FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Funds are being used to coordinate with non-Federal sponsor and 
complete final accounting for terminated study. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : Undetermined 

OTHER INFORMATION : FY 2007 funds were used to prepare a preliminary draft report 
documenting findings for two alternatives studied, the NED comprehensive levee plan ("NED 
plan”) and the locally preferred LeFleur Lakes Plan (LLP). Report was provided to the non- 
Federal sponsor on 16 February 2007. Findirrgs indicated the LLP was economically infeasible 
based on Corps criteria, had greater environmental impacts than the NED plan, and lacked 
Federal interest. WRDA 2007 included language (Section 3104) directed at authorizing both an 
undefined locally prefen'ed plan and the NED plan. Due to significant adverse environmental 
impacts of the various subsequent versions of a locally preferred plan, all featuring 
impoundments, only the environmentally acceptable NED plan was implementable. Coordination 
with the non-Federal sponsor, the Rankin-Hinds Pearl River Flood and Drainage Control District, 
in this context continued into early FY 2010. Since the local sponsor did not support proceeding 
with the recommended NED comprehensive levee plan, study was tenninated on 23 November 
2009. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Senate: Cochran and Wicker (MS); House: Thompson (MS-02); 
Harper (MS-03). 

DISTRICT : Vicksburg 


FY 2010 
Study 
$4,375,000 

3.866.000 
(897,000) 

(2,967,000) 

8.241.000 


3,375,000 

26,000 

0 

10,000 

964,000 
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FACT SHEET 
INVESTIGATIONS 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS LINE: Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 

PROJECT NAME: Prairie du Pont Levee and Sanitary District and Fish Lake Drainage and Levee 
District, Illinois 

AUTHORIZATION : FCA 36, as amended to include Fish Lake by FCA 54; Sec 102(8), WRDA 00; 
Sec 5070, WRDA 07. 

LOCATION: The study area is located on the east bank of the Mississippi River between river miles 
166 and 175 above the Ohio River in St. Clair and Monroe Counties, Illinois, across from St. Louis 
County, Missouri. The area is protected by an urban design levee, completed in 1951. 

DESCRIPTION: The local sponsor maintained levee system is 15.2 miles in length with gravity 
drains and 4 pumping stations to evacuate interior fioodwaters. The 1993 flood produced serious 
underseepage problems within this system (sand boils, quick soil conditions, and serious piping 
conditions). This deficiency correction reevaluation would investigate solutions to those problems. A 
feasibility study is needed to assess the potential for reconstruction of deteriorated features such as 
gates and culverts. 


FY 

2010 PED 

FY 2010 Feasibility 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 

(Deficiency Correction 

(Reconstructioni 

Estimated Federal Cost 

$ 2,339,000 

$ 400,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 

780,000 

400,000 

Cash 

780,000 

400,000 

Other 

0 

0 

Total Estimated Cost 

$ 3,119,000 "$ 

800,000 

Allocation thru FY 2008 

Allocation for FY 2009 

98,000 
591,000 ^0 

0 

Recovery Act Allocations to Date 

0 

0 

Allocation for FY 2010 

419,000 

209,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 201 0 

1,231,000 

191,000 

Benefit to Cost f^tio @ 7% 

1.5 

N/A 


^'update of estimate is pending. 

^ Reflects reprogramming of $280,000, including $191,000 from feasibility to PED. 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES: Funds are being used to complete geotechnical subsurface exploration and 
testing for design deficiency corrections and for studies for levee certification, environmental 
assessment, and cultural field investigations, in addition, feasibility funds will be used to initiate 
evaluation of drainage structures and associated features. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE: Undetermined. 

OTHER INFORMATION: A 905(b) reconnaissance report was finalized in September 2004 that 
detailed problems and recommended Federal interest in follow-on analysis for both design 
deficiencies and reconstruction of various project components. Policy guidance directed addressing 
the design deficiencies with a PED resumption and reconstruction with a cost shared feasibility study. 
The levee cannot be certified for providing protection against the one percent annual occurrence flood 
event (100-year). Levee is not accredited by FEMA. Because of major negative impacts, the levee 
districts and counties plan to use local funds to accelerate the repairs needed to obtain this 
certification. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST: House: Costello (IL-1 2), Senate: Durbin and Burris (IL) 

DISTRICT: St. Louis 


1 February 2010 
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FACT SHEET 
INVESTIGATIONS 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS LINE : Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 

STUDY NAME : Red River of the North Basin, Minnesota. North Dakota, South Dakota & Manitoba, 
Canada 

AUTHORIZATION : SR, 30 Sep 74 

LOCATION : The Red River of the North is located on the eastern edge of North Dakota, and its 
basin includes parts of Minnesota, North Dakota, South Dakota, and Manitoba (Canada). 

DESCRIPTION : The basin experiences severe flooding on a frequent basis. Over 90% of the 
original wetlands in the basin have been drained for agricultural and urban development. A basin- 
wide reconnaissance study began in 2000, and a reconnaissance report was approved in September 
2002. The 2002 reconnaissance study has already led to five feasibility studies and six supplemental 
reconnaissance efforts. It continues to be a vehicle for developing additional feasibility studies for 
flood damage reduction and ecosystem restoration in the Red River Basin. Current study efforts 
include the Fargo-Moorhead Metro, Fargo-Moorhead Upstream, and Red River Basin Wide 
Feasibility studies along with the Pembina River Basin, Valley City, North Dakota and the Sheyenne 
River Watershed reconnaissance studies. Additional sub-watershed recon and feasibility studies will 
be pursued as needed. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 

FY 2010 
Studv 

Estimated Federal Cost 

$ 9,493,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 

8,943,000 

Total Estimated Cost 

18,436,000 

Allocation thru FY 2008 

$ 3,503,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 

178,000 

Recovery Act Allocations to Date 

500,000 

Allocation for FY 2010 

3,000.000 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 

2,312.000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 

NA 


' Includes reconnaissance phase costs and feasibility costs for Fargo-Moorhead and Upstream; 
Fargo, ND-Moorhead, MN Metro; Red River Basin Wide; Valley City Recon, Sheyenne River Recon, 
Pembina River Basin and future feasibility studies. Excludes costs for Wild Rice River, MN; 
Crookston, MN and Roseau. MN feasibility studies. 

FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Funds are being used to continue the Basin-wide Watershed reconnaissance 
/ feasibility studies ($900k), continue the Fargo, ND-Moorhead, MN Metro feasibility study ($1,900k), 
and continue the feasibility study for Fargo-Moorhead and Upstream ($200k). 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : To Be Determined. 

OTHER INFORMATION : None. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Senate: Franken and Klobuchar (MN);; House: Peterson (MN-7), 
Pomeroy (ND-AL). Conrad and Dorgan (ND) 

DISTRICT: St. Paul 


1 February 2010 
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FACT SHEET 
INVESTIGATIONS 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS LINE: Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 

PROJECT NAME: River des Peres, Missouri 

AUTHORIZATION: Section 101(a)(17) of WRDA 1990 (Public Law 101-640); Section 3108 of 
WRDA 2007 

LOCATION: River des Peres drains all 1-square mile area in the city of St. Louis and St. Louis 
County, Missouri, and empties into the Mississippi River. 

DESCRIPTION: This project includes University City and Deer Creek and will reduce flood 
damages affecting 550 structures within both industrial and residential areas. The University City 
portion consists of channel enlargement and stabilization along 2.5 miles of the University City 
branch of upper River des Peres and 1.85 mile recreation trail within the improved channel right- 
of-way. The Deer Creek portion consists of 2.5 miles of channel widening and stabilization 
improvements along with a recreational trail through Brentwood, Maplewood, Rock Hill, and 
Webster Groves. 


FY2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA PEP 

Estimated Federal Cost $ 3,867,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 1 ,289,000 

Cash (1,289,000) 

Other (0) 

Total Estimated Cost $ 5,156,000 

Allocation thru FY 2008 2,014,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 29,000 

Recovery Act Allocations to Date 0 

Allocation for FY 2010 40,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 1 ,784,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 2.0 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES: Finalize the General Reevaluation Report (GRR) and initiate the review 
process for the GRR for the University City Branch component. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE: Undetermined. 

OTHER INFORMATION: University City is the local sponsor for the University City portion. The 
authorized project for University City is a channel that may cause induced damages, and the 
reevaluation is now focusing on a nonstructural plan with residential buyouts. University City 
experienced severe flooding in 2008 and has high interest in this nonstructural plan. A 
nonstructural plan is expected to require reauthorization. The city of Brentwood and the 
Metropolitan St. Louis Sewer District have shown renewed interest in the Deer Creek portion, 
which is on hold pending a cost-share sponsor. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST: Senate: Bond and McCaskill (MO) ; House: Clay (MO-1 ) and 
Carnahan (MO-3); 

DISTRICT: St. Louis 


1 February 2010 
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FACT SHEET 
INVESTIGATIONS 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS PROGRAM: Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 
STUDY NAME: Southwest Coastal Louisiana, LA 
AUTHORIZATION: HR, Docket 2747, 7 Dec 05 
LOCATION: Cameron, Calcasieu, and Vermilion Parishes 

DESCRIPTION: The study will formulate solutions to provide hurricane protection and coastal 
restoration within Calcasieu, Cameron, and Vermilion Parishes. Hurricane protection features 
may include: levees and non-structural features such as ring levees, structure raising, property 
buyouts, relocation, and flood-proofing. Coastal restoration features may include: salinity control, 
new locks, hydrologic restoration, freshwater introductions, beneficial use, shoreline stabilization, 
by-pass culverts, and dedicated dredging. 


FY 2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA Study 

Estimated Federal Cost $4,650,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 4,400,000 

Cash ( 0) 

Other (4,400,000) 

Total Estimated Cost 9,050,000 

Allocation thru FY 2008 1 , 1 95,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 956,000 

Recovery Act Allocations to Date 0 

Allocation for FY 201 0 628,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 1 ,871 ,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES: Continue feasibility activities to include plan formulation, hydrology and 
hydraulic pump updates and refinement now that the Project Delivery Team has identified actual 
measures, economic preliminary analysis, environmental documentation, and stakeholder and 
public involvement meetings. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE: To Be Determined. 

OTHER INFORMATION: None. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST: Senate: Landrieu and Vitter( LA); House: Boustany (LA-07) 
DISTRICT: New Orleans 


1 February 2010 
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FACT SHEET 
INVESTIGATIONS 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS LINE : Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 

STUDY NAME : St. Charles Parish Urban Flood Control, LA 

AUTHORIZATION : HR, Docket 2599, 22 Apr 99, and DoD Emergency Supplemental 
Appropriations to Address Hurricanes in the Gulf of Mexico and Pandemic Influenza Act, 
2006, Chapter 3 (P.L. 109-148), 30 Dec 2005 

LOCATION : St. Charles Parish is located west of the city of New Orleans, LA, with its 
northern boundary along the southwest shore of Lake Pontchartrain. 

DESCRIPTION : Levees impound rainfall and the interior drainage system is insufficient 
to prevent flooding from heavy rainfall events. Flood damages from the May 1995 flood 
resulted in insurance payments of over $57 million; total damage payments since 1978 
are $72 million. Flood control improvements are needed to reduce repetitive damages. 



FY2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 

Study 

Estimated Federal Cost 

$2,976,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 

2,746,000 

Cash 

7945,000 

Other 

1,951,000 

Total Estimated Cost 

$5,722,000 

Allocation thru FY 2008 

2,108,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 

478,000 

Recovery Act Allocations to Date 

0 

Allocation for FY 2010 

157,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 201 0 

233,000 

Benefrt to Cost Ratio @ 7% 

N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Complete hydraulic analysis, economics and develop the 
Tentatively Selected Plan. Continue environmental compliance and continue 
engagement with sponsor and agencies. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : To be determined. 

OTHER INFORMATION : Due to concerns about evacuating floodwaters from the area 
protected by the Lake Pontchartrain hurricane protection levee, the sponsor is anxious to 
complete the study as soon as possible. . 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Senate: Landrieu and Vitter (LA),: House: Melancon 
(LA-3): Cassidy (LA-6). 

DISTRICT: New Orleans 


1 February 2010 
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FACT SHEET 
INVESTIGATIONS 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS LINE : Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 

PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Upper Mississippi River Comprehensive Plan, IL, lA, MO, MN, Wl 

AUTHORIZATION : Sec 459 of WRDA 99, modified by Sec 404 of WRDA 00. 

LOCATION : The study area includes the Upper Mississippi River above Cairo, Illinois, and the 
Illinois River. 

DESCRIPTION : The authority called for development of a plan to address water resource and 
related land resource problems and opportunities in the Upper Mississippi Basin in the interest of 
systemic flood damage reduction. Initial study formulated 8 plans for the Mississippi and Illinois 
Rivers floodplains, including buyout, nonstructural, and stnictural alternatives. Evaluation utilized 
a Risk-Informed Decision Framework. A report on this aspect of study has gone forward to 
Congressional committees. Although evaluation revealed low National Economic Development 
benefits, the merits of refining the best performing systemic plan. Plan H, is under consideration. 
Other areas recommended for further study in the initial report include 1 ) protection of critical 
transportation infrastructure, 2) reconstruction of existing flood damage reduction projects, and 3) 
tributary watersheds. Continuation of the study provides a means for the Corps to collaborate 
with states, other federal agencies, and non government organizations on basin-wide systemic 
management strategies for reducing flood risk, reducing bank caving and erosion; reducing 
watershed nutrient and sediment loads; improving habitat; addressing recreation needs; and 
other related purposes. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA: 

FY2010 

FY 2010 


RECON 

FEAS 

Estimated Federal Cost 

$12,000,000 

$ 750,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 

0 

750,000 

Total Estimated Cost 

12,000,000 

1,500,000 

Allocations thnj FY 2008 

5,830,000 

0 

Allocation for FY 2009 

163,000 

0 

Recovery Act Allocations to Date 

0 

0 

Allocation for FY 2010 

269,000 

0 

Balance to Complete After FY 2010 

6,488,000 

750,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio at 7 % 

N/A 

N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Develop scopes and management plans for protection of critical 
transportation infrastructure, reconstruction of existing projects, and tributary watershed study 
(lowa-Cedar River Basins). 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : To be determined. 

OTHER INFORMATION : As authorized in Sec, 459 of WRDA 99, systemic study is not cost- 
shared. Feasibility-level study of existing flood damage reduction projects will be cost shared. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST: Senate: Grassley and Harkin (lA); Durbin (IL); Bond and 
McCaskill (MO); House: Loebsack (IA-2); Boswell (IA-3); Latham (IA-4); Costello (IL-12); Hare 
(IL-17); Shimkus (IL-19); Walz (MN-1); and Kind (WI-3). 

DISTRICT: Rock Island 


1 February 2010 
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FACT SHEET 
INVESTIGATIONS 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS LINE: Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 

PROJECT/STUDY NAME: West Shore - Lake Pontchartrain, LA 

AUTHORIZATION: HR, 29 Jul 71 and SR, 20 Sep 74 

LOCATION: The study area, which includes portions of St. Charles, St. John the Baptist, and St. 
James Parishes, is located west of the Bonnet Carre' Spillway between the Mississippi River and 
Lakes Pontchartrain and Maurepas. Communities within the study area include Laplace, 
Reserve, Lutcher, Gramercy, and Garyville. 

DESCRIPTION: More than 16,400 homes and businesses are located in the study area. Major 
flooding in the study area occurred from Hurricanes Betsy (1965), Juan (1985), and Rita (2005) 
and the 1973 flood on the Mississippi. The average annual damages under existing conditions 
are estimated to exceed $20 million. Four alternatives to provide protection against humcane- 
induced flooding are being evaluated in the feasibility study; one alternative with protection 
largely limited to the boundary of the currently developed area and three alternatives that provide 
progressively more protection to Interstate-10 (I-10). The alternatives that provide protection to I- 
1 0 will require that wetlands be enclosed within the protected area. Interstate 1 0 is the major 
hurricane evacuation and transportation route in south Louisiana. The study will evaluate 
measures to address resource agency concerns regarding possible induced development and 
wetland degradation/loss In these areas. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 
Estimated Federal Cost $ 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 
Cash 
Other 

Total Estimated Cost $ 

Allocations thru FY 2008 
Allocation for FY 2009 
Allocation for FY 201 0 
Recovery Act Allocation to Date 
Balance to Complete after FY 2010 
Benefit to Cost Ratio at 7% N/A 

FY 2010 ACTIVITIES: Prepare feasibility report draft, and hold feasibility review conference. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE: To be determined. 

OTHER INFORMATION: Revised alignments providing protection for Interstate 10 and taking 
advantage of wetlands storage to reduce project costs have been added to the scope of the 
feasibility study. The estimated project cost and schedule have been updated to reflect these 
changes that includes$300,000 for an Independent External Peer Review. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST: Senate: Landrieu and Vitter( LA); House: Melancon (LA-3) 

DISTRICT: New Orleans 


FY2010 

Study 

4.193.000 
$ 3,393,000 
$2,515,000 
$ 878,000 

7.586.000 

$ 2,664,000 
860,000 

170.000 
0 

499.000 
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CONSTRUCTION 


1 February 2010 
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FACT SHEET 
CONSTRUCTION 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS LINE: Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 

PROJECT NAME: Bois Brule Drainage and Levee District, Missouri 

AUTHORIZATION: Sec 5, FCA 36, Sec 201, FCA 65, Sec 332, WRDA 99, E&WDAA 02 

LOCATION: The project is located on the right bank of the Mississippi River and is 
predominately in Perry County, Missouri, but has a small part in Randolph County, 
Illinois. 

DESCRIPTION: The existing project consists of 33.1 miles of levee, 341 relief wells, 
and 4 pump stations. The deficiency correction work will provide additional 
underseepage control measures in the form of 297 relief wells, seepage berms, and a 
seepage cutoff trench; ditching and culvert improvements; three additional pump 
stations; and restoring the elevation of some parts of the back levee. 


FY 2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA Construction 

Estimated Federal Cost $ 28,269,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 756,000 

Cash (0) 

Other (756,000) 

Total Estimated Cost $29,025,000 

Allocation thru FY 2008 10,211 ,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 2, 1 30,000 

Recovery Act Allocations to Date 0 

Allocation for FY 2010 1 ,938,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 13,990,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 1 .9 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES: Awarded Phase 2 of the Missouri Chute Pump Station contract; 
continue construction of the Missouri Chute Pump Station and relief wells. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE: Undetermined. 

OTHER INFORMATION: Ninety-nine relief wells have been constructed. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST: House: Emerson (MO-8); Senate: Bond and McCaskill 
(MO). 

DISTRICT: St. Louis 


1 February 2010 
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FACT SHEET 
CONSTRUCTION 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS LINE : Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 

PROJECT NAME : Breckenridge, Minnesota 

AUTHORIZATION : Section 320, WRDA 2000; Section 1 14, E&WD Appropriations Act, 2010 

LOCATION : Breckenridge is located in Wilkin County along the Red River of the North, which 
divides Breckenridge, Minnesota from Wahpeton, North Dakota. 

DESCRIPTION : Overland flooding from the Red River of the North causes frequent and 
significant flood related problems for the city. The project includes a diversion channel and a 
system of levees to protect the city from flood related damages. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 
Estimated Federal Cost 
Estimated Non-Federal Cost 
Cash 
Other 

Total Estimated Cost 


FY 2010 
Construction 
$ 25,000,000 
14,360,000 
(1,963,000) 
(12,397,000) 
$ 39,360,000 


Allocations thru FY 2008 $ 15,593,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 4,000,000 

Recovery Act Allocations to Date 0 

Allocation for FY 2010 5,000,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 $ 407,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 1 .3 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Award contracts and initiate construction for third and fourth (final) levee 
stages. 


EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : Undetermined. 

OTHER INFORMATION : Existing local levees provide marginal protection due to their 
incomplete coverage and unreliable condition. Failure of these existing levees during a large 
flood could cause catastrophic damages. The City of Breckenridge is very concerned about the 
adequacy of the levee system. During the 1997 flood, over $35 million in flood damages were 
experienced in Breckenridge. Construction of the project is closely linked to construction of the 
Wahpeton, North Dakota, Section 205 project; the two projects must be constructed concumently. 
The State of Minnesota is very supportive of a permanent flood control project. 


CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : House: Peterson (MN-7) and Pomeroy (ND-AL); Senate: 
Klobuchar and Franken (MN) and Conrad and Dorgan (ND). 

DISTRICT: St. Paul 


1 February 2010 
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FACT SHEET 
CONSTRUCTION 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS LINE: Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 

PROJECT NAME: Cape Girardeau (Floodwall), Missouri 

AUTHORIZATION: Sec 204, FCA 50; E&WDAA 04. 

LOCATION: The project is located on the right bank of the Mississippi River flood plain betw/een 
river miles 51 .6 and 52.8 above the Ohio River in Missouri. 

DESCRIPTION: The area protected by the Cape Girardeau flood protection project lies within 
the corporate limits of the City of Cape Girardeau, Missouri. The overall length of the project is 
8,240 feet consisting of 2,175 feet of levee; 6,065 feet of floodwall; 2 pumping stations; 5 closure 
structures; and other appurtenant structures. The reconstruction includes rock berm to stabilize 
existing retaining wall; floodwall work (joint repairs, toe drain replacement, soil stabilization and 
closure gate seal replacement) and pump stations (mechanical, electrical, and miscellaneous 
structural and culvert work). 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 
Estimated Federal Cost 
Estimated Non-Federal Cost 
Total Estimated Cost 


FY2010 
Construction 
$ 11,401,000 
0 

$ 11,401,000 


Allocation thru FY 2008 4,531 ,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 2,575,000 

Recovery Act Allocations to Date 3,570,000 

Allocation for FY 201 0 1 83,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 542,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 1 .9 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES: Funds are being used to complete design and coordination for the 
floodwall reconstruction work. Recovery Act funds were used to award Phase 1 floodwall repair 
contract in November 2009 and will be used to award Phase 2 floodwall repair contract in August 
2010 and complete rehabilitation of two pump stations. 


EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE: Undetermined, 


OTHER INFORMATION: The Engineering Documentation Report was approved on 1 9 
December 2007. The Project Partnership Agreement was executed on 18 September 2008. 
Contractor efforts to verify existing rock condition below proposed box culvert extension for rock 
berm has revealed differing site condition. Efforts are underway to determine extent of design 
changes required, and impact on project cost. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST: House: Emerson (MO-8); Sen; Bond and McCasklll (MO). 


DISTRICT: St. Louis 


1 February 2010 
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FACT SHEET 
CONSTRUCTION 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE : Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 
PROJECT NAME : Comite River (Diversion) Project, LA 

AUTHORIZATION : Sec 1 01 (1 1 ), WRDA 92; 301 (b) (5), WRDA 96; Sec 371 , WRDA 99 

LOCATION : The Project comprises approximately 348 square miles and includes 
portions of Wilkinson and Amite Counties in Mississippi and East Feliciana and East 
Baton Rouge Parishes, and south of the Town of Zachary, Louisiana. The diversion 
project is located between the Comite and Mississippi Rivers north of the Town of Baker, 
Louisiana, and south of the Town of Zachary, Louisiana. 

DESCRIPTION : The project provides flood protection for the residents of the Comite 
River Basin and provides for a 1 mile long diversion channel located between the Comite 
and Mississippi Rivers. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 
Estimated Federal Cost 
Estimated Non-Federal Cost 
Cash 
Other 

Total Estimated Cost 


FY2010 
Construction 
$ 134,000,000 
54,000,000 
$ 9,500,000 
44,500,000 
$ 188,000,000 


Allocation thru FY 2008 
Allocation for FY 2009 
Recovery Act Allocation To Date 
Allocation for FY 2010 
Balance to Complete after FY 2010 
Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 


$ 49,911,000 

9.091.000 
0 

4.844.000 
$ 70,154,000 

2.2 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Funds are being used to award a highway construction contract 
and highway, channel and bridge design contracts. 


EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE: TBD 


OTHER INFORMATION: There have been significant increases in population in the 
lower part of the Comite River Basin since storms in 2005 and 2008. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Senate: Landrieu and Vitter; House: Cassidy (LA-6). 

DISTRICT: New Orleans 


1 February 2010 
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FACT SHEET 
CONSTRUCTION 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS LINE: Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 

PROJECT NAME: Des Moines and Raccoon Rivers, Iowa 

AUTHORIZATION: House Resolution dated July 1. 1958; Sec 216, FCA 1970, Sec 1001, WRDA 
2007; and Sec 113, E&WDAA 2010. 

LOCATION: The City of Des Moines, Iowa. 

DESCRIPTION: During the Great Flood of 1993, Polk County suffered more than $152 million in 
flood damages, mostly in the Des Moines metropolitan area. In 2008, the Birdland Park levee in 
downtown Des Moines failed and caused further damages. A feasibility report was completed in 
December 2005 that recommends constructing flood damage reduction facilities to protect 
vulnerable areas of Des Moines. The recommended plan includes reconstructing 13,300 feet of 
levees (the Birdland Park and Central Place levees), improving 19 closure structures, and 
constructing a recreation trail on a segment of the Birdland Park levee. The proposed project will 
provide improved flood protection to over 850 residential properties and 650 commercial/industrial 
properties with estimated 500-year flood damages of over $325 million. The project is economically 
justified and has a benefit-cost ratio of 2.1 to 1 and a total project cost of $16.5 million. The City of 
Des Moines Is the local sponsor and is responsible for a 35% cost share of all flood damage 
reduction components and a 50% cost share of recreation components. The project is authorized 
for construction. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA: FY2010 

Construction 

Estimated Federal Cost $10,725,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost $5,775,000 

Total Estimated Cost $16,500,000 

Allocations thnj FY 2008 $860,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 $3,828,000 

Recovery Act Allocation FY 2009 $3,336,000 

Allocation for FY 2010 $2,701,000 

Balance to Complete After FY 2010 0 

Benefit Cost Ratio @ 7% 2.1 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES: Award construction contract for Birdland Park levee; complete Post- 
Authorization Change Report and PPA for Central Place levee and award its construction contract. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FOR PHASE: To be determined, 

OTHER INFORMATION: The project cost estimate developed during detailed design resulted in a 
change to the cost estimate as authorized in the Feasibility Report. A Project Partnership 
Agreement (PPA) for the first separable element of the project (Birdland Park levee and closure 
improvements) was executed on 04 Nov 2009. A Post-Authorization Change Report is required to 
support the second separable element (Central Place levee) PPA. This project has $3,336 million in 
ARRA funding for the Birdland Park levee. With the ARRA funding, the entire project is fully funded. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST: House: Boswell (IA-3): Senators Harkin and Grassley (lA). 

DISTRICT: Rock Island 
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FACT SHEET 
CONSTRUCTION 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS LINE BUSINESS PROGRAM : Flood & Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 
PROJECT NAME : East Baton Rouge Parish, LA 

AUTHORIZATION : 101(a) (21) of the Water Resources Development Act of 1999 (113 
Stat. 277) and modified by section 116 of division D of Public Law 108-7 (117 Stat. 140) 
Water Resources Development Act 2007. 

LOCATION : The project is located in East Baton Rouge Parish, LA with an area 
consisting of approximately 66 miles of channels in five basins within the Parish. The 
sub-basins are Blackwater Bayou; Beaver Bayou; Jones Creek; Ward Creek and Bayou 
Fountain and related tributaries. 

DESCRIPTION : The purpose of the project is to reduce flooding by constructing 
channel modifications in the five watersheds. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 
Estimated Federal Cost $ 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 
Cash 
Other 

Total Estimated Cost $ 


FY 2010 

CONSTRUCTION 

140.000. 000 
47,000,000 
47,000,000 

0 

187.000. 000 


Allocation thru 2008 $ 4,174,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 957,000 

Recovery Act Allocations To Date 0 

Allocation for FY 201 0 1 ,381 ,000 

Balance to Complete after 2010 $133,488,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio at 7% 2.2 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Funds will be used to continue design of Jones Creek. 


EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE: To be determined. 


OTHER INFORMATION : The project was re-authorized in WRDA 2007, which included 
the 75/25 cost share. MVN is currently negotiating two PPAs with two separate non- 
Federal sponsors; one with East Baton Rouge Parish for Jones Creek, Ward Creek and 
Bayou Fountain; another with the City of Central, LA for Bayous Beaver and Blackwater. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Senate: Landrieu and Vitter; House: Cassidy LA-6. 

DISTRICT: New Orleans 


1 February 2010 
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FACT SHEET 
CONSTRUCTION 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS LINE : Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 

PROJECT NAME : Grand Forks, North Dakota - East Grand Forks, Minnesota 

AUTHORI2^TION : Section 137, Omnibus Consolidated & Emergency Supplemental 
Appropriations Act of 1999 

LOCATION : Grand Forks, North Dakota is located on the Red River of the North 70 miles south 
of Canada. East Grand Forks, Minnesota is directly across the river from Grand Forks. 


DESCRIPTION : The project consists of levees and fioodwall set back from the river, forming 
three “rings” around both communities. In addition, stabilization of an existing dam, removal of a 
former railroad bridge, interior flood control features, numerous road and railroad closures, 
extension and expansion of an existing diversion channel, and construction of new diversion 
channels with associated structural features are part of the project. The design level of protection 
is equivalent to the peak discharge experienced during the 1997 flood. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 
Estimated Federal Cost 
Estimated Non-Federal Cost 
Cash 
Other 

Total Estimated Cost 


FY2010 
Construction 
$ 226,968,000 
189,800,000 
(23,300,000) 
(166,500,000) 
$ 416,768,000 


Allocations thru FY 2008 
Allocation for FY 2009 
Recovery Act Allocations to Date 


$ 224,050,000 
383,000 
0 


Allocation for FY 2010 
Balance to Complete after FY 2010 
Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 


2,535,000 
$ 0 
1.13 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Finalize project documents and award purchase orders for the Cities’ top 
priority modifications not addressed by existing contracts; cover contractor quantity overruns on 
levee fill and other modifications; and complete remaining modifications and close out project. 


EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : FY2010. 

OTHER INFORMATION : Since 1950, 12 floods have threatened the area. The catastrophic 
flood of 1997 was the largest ever experienced in the area. Despite major emergency flood fight 
efforts, both cities were inundated. Estimates indicate that over $1 .5 billion in damages were 
sustained in the two cities. Until the entire levee project is complete, residents continue to pay 
flood insurance premiums and the two communities remain vulnerable to flooding. Although 
construction was not yet completed, $147 million in damages were prevented in the spring flood 
of 2006. 


CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : House: Peterson (MN-7) and Pomeroy (ND-AL); Senate: 
Klobuchar and Franken (MN) and Conrad and Dorgan (ND). 

DISTRICT: St. Paul 


1 February 2010 
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FACT SHEET 
CONSTRUCTION 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS LINE: Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 

PROJECT NAME: Meramec River Basin, Valley Park Levee, Missouri 

AUTHORIZATION: Sec 2(h), PL 97-128; Sec 1128, WRDA 86; Sec 333, WRDA 99; Sec 146, 
E&WDAA 04. 

LOCATION: The project is located in St. Louis County, Missouri, adjacent to the left descending 
bank of the Meramec River at river mile 21 above the confluence with the Mississippi River, 

DESCRIPTION: The project includes 3.2 miles of levee with 3 feet of freeboard above the 100-year 
flood profile, 6 gravity drains, 3 closure structures, 5 detention areas, 41 relief wells, environmental 
mitigation, and recreation features. Three additional flood damage reduction features are needed to 
correct problems that became apparent during the March 2008 flood and in 2009, creek bank erosion 
which threatens the levee, seepage Into the protected area through a large railroad embankment, 
and erosion of the levee toe along the east flank near Kena Street. 

FY 2010 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 

Construction 

Estimated Federal Cost 

$ 40,129,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 

13,538,000 

Cash 

(3,405,000) 

Other 

(10,133,000) 

Total Estimated Cost 

$ 53,667,000 

Allocation thru FY 2008 

37,909,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 

0 

Recovery Act Allocations to Date 

0 

Allocation for FY 2010 

993,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 

1,227,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 

1.5 


Reflects only the Valley Park portion of the Lower Meramec project. Cost of unrecommended 
project features not applicable to Valley Park totals $1,276,000. The Federal limit that applies to the 
Valley Park project is $48,724,000. Cost estimate does not include the cost of bank protection along 
Fishpot Creek. 

^ Includes $500,000 Supplemental CG funds received in September 2008. 

FY 2010 ACTIVITIES: Complete plans and specifications and construction of creek bank protection; 
design railroad embankment seepage controls. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE: Undetermined, 

OTHER INFORMATION: In 2007, essentially the entire flood damage reduction component was 
turned over to the city for operation, maintenance, repair, replacement, and rehabilitation (OMRRR). 
Minor features and bottom land hardwoods mitigation were not completed at that time. In March 
2008 the levee protected the community from what would have been a disastrous flood. In 2009 
erosion of the bank of Fishpot Creek became apparent. Since it threatens the ievee, solving this 
problem became the top priority. FEMA has changed the Flood Insurance Rate Map for Valley Park 
to recognize the new levee, and confirmed that they agree with floodway changes and will prepare a 
Physical Map Revision showing the new floodway. An approved Recreation Addendum to the Valley 
Park Plan Formulation Report describes revised recreation features that accommodate changes to 
the original flood damage reduction component and are consistent with the city’s new recreation pian. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST: House: Akin (MO-2); Senate: Bond and McCaskill (MO) 

DISTRICT: St. Louis 


1 February 201 0 
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FACT SHEET 
CONSTRUCTION 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS LINE: Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 

PROJECT NAME: Nutwood Drainage and Levee District, Illinois 

AUTHORIZATION: Sec 203, FCA 62. 

LOCATION: The Nutwood Drainage and Levee District protects 10,360 acres of primarily 
agricultural land located in Greene and Jersey Counties, Illinois, on the left bank of the Illinois 
River between river miles 15.2 and 23.7 above the mouth of the Illinois River. 

DESCRIPTION: This Federally constructed levee provides protection for a 4 percent annual 
occurrence flood event (25-year). During the flood of 1993, the levee was breached completely, 
inundating the area and causing a disruption of traffic on Illinois Routes 100 and 16 for over three 
months. The recommended plan of improvement for this project includes a levee raise of 1 1 .4 
miles of existing levees, improved pumping capabilities, and construction of seepage control 
measures. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 
Estimated Federal Cost 
Estimated Non-Federal Cost 
Ca sh 
Other 

Total Estimated Cost 


FY 2010 
Construction 
$ 12,043,000 

4,015,000 

(1.413.000) 

(2.602.000) 
$ 16,058,000 


Allocation thru FY 2008 2,1 76,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 144,000 

Recovery Act Allocations to Date 0 

Allocation for FY 2010 1 38,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 9,585,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 1 ,42 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES: Revise the General Reevaluation Report (GRR), prepare a Project 
Review Plan (PRP), and submit the PRP and GRR for review and approvai. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE: Undetermined. 


OTHER INFORMATION: The St. Louis District (SLD) identified and notified over 2,000 property 
owners of structures affected by the “worse case scenario" flood. This flood is estimated to be a 
345-year event at Hardin and greater than a 500-year event at Kampsville. The Illinois 
Department of Natural Resources (IDNR) is concerned with the mitigation of impacts, due to 
increased flood heights, caused by the “worse case scenario” flood. At the request of the IDNR, 
the SLD and Nutwood D&LD submitted a Mitigation Report to the IDNR in FY08, detailing the 
efforts, analyses, and recommendations for mitigating the impacts. In late FY09, the IDNR issued 
the required permit to proceed with the project.. 

CONGRESSIONAL iNTEREST: House; Hare (IL-1 7); Senate: Durbin and Burris (IL) 


DISTRICT: St. Louis 


1 February 2010 
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FACT SHEET 
CONSTRUCTION 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS LINE: Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 

PROJECT NAME: Red River Below Denison Dam, AR, LA & TX 

AUTHORIZATION: FCA 46; E&WDAA 92, 93, 94, 95, 96, 98, 02, 03, 04, 05, 06, 07, 08, 
09, 10. 

LOCATION: Project facilities are located along the Red River from the vicinity of Index, 
AR, to Boyce, LA, along the right bank, and to Pineville, LA, along the left bank. 

DESCRIPTION: The overall project provides flood damage reduction for about 
1 .7 million acres, half of which are located behind levees. The project protects the flood 
plain from crop damage; loss of livestock; damage to levees, railroads, highways, 
industries, and other river and urban developments. The authorized project provides for 
enlargement and/or rehabilitation of existing levees and construction of new levees or 
bank protection or channel realignment where levee setbacks are impossible or 
uneconomical. 


FY 2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA Construction 

Estimated Federal Cost $91 ,555,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 3,241,000 

Cash (0) 

Other (3,241,000) 

Total Estimated Cost 94,796,000 

Allocation thru FY 2008 87,41 5,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 2,105,000 

Recovery Act Allocations to Date 0 

Allocation for FY 2010 2,035,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 201 0 0 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% ( %) 1.0 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES: Funds are being used to fully fund levee rehabilitation item 9A in 
southwest Arkansas. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE: FY2010, 

OTHER INFORMATION: None. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST: House: Ross (AR-4) and Alexand er (LA-5); Senate: 
Lincoln and Pryor (AR); Vitter and Landrieu (LA). 

DISTRICT: Vicksburg 


1 February 2010 
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FACT SHEET 
CONSTRUCTION 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS LINE : Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 

PROJECT NAME : Roseau, Minnesota 

AUTHORIZATION : Section 1 00 1 (27), WRDA 2007 

LOCATION: Roseau, Minnesota is located in Roseau County in northwestern Minnesota 
approximately tO miles south of the Canadian border and 65 miles east of the North Dakota 
border. 

DESCRIPTION : The recommended locally preferred plan consists of a 1 50-foot-wide east side 
diversion channel, three bridges, a restriction structure, and two storage areas designed to 
reduce flood stages in the city with stage decreases upstream of Roseau to Malung. This plan 
will remove almost the entire city from the 100-year regulatory floodplain and reduces future flood 
damages by neariy 86 percent. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 
Estimated Federal Cost 
Estimated Non-Federal Cost 
Cash 
Other 

Total Estimated Cost 


FY 2010 
Construction 
$ 16,500,000 
13,300,000 

(3.355.000) 

(9.945.000) 
$ 29,800,000 


Allocations thru FY 2008 $ 515,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 500,000 

Recovery Act Allocations to Date 4,480,000 

Allocation for FY 2010 1,938,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 $ 9,067,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 2.2 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : FY 2010 funds are being used to complete plans and specifications for 
the project. 


EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : Undetermined. 

OTHER INFORMATION : The city was devastated by a major flood in 2002 that had a duration of 
several weeks and heavily impacted 80 percent of the town. The City of Roseau is anxious to 
implement a permanent solution to their flooding problems. The State of Minnesota is also very 
supportive of a permanent flood control project. The recommended locally preferred plan which 
includes a diversion channel and storage areas to mitigate for minor stage increases downstream 
of the project was approved by the Civil Works Review Board and a Chiefs Report was signed 
on 19 December 2006. 


CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : House: Peterson (MN-7); Senate: Coleman and Franken (MN) 
DISTRICT: St. Paul 


1 February 2010 
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FACT SHEET 
CONSTRUCTION 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS LINE: Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 

PROJECT NAME: Ste, Genevieve, MO 

AUTHORIZATION: Sec 401(a), WRDA 86. 

LOCATION: The project is located in Ste. Genevieve County, Missouri, adjacent to the west 
bank of the Mississippi River between miles 121 and 125 above the confluence of the Ohio River. 


DESCRIPTION: The project consists of a 3.5 mile long levee that provides Urban Design Flood 
protection from Mississippi River flooding; a gravity drain pump station facility with a 575 cubic 
feet per second capacity and three electric-powered pumps; a 505-acre ponding area; interior 
drainage ditching and grading; two closure structures, road, railroad, and utility relocations; 24 
relief wells; tree screens; an environmental mitigation area; and other features. The authorized 
project Includes channel widening and one small levee along North and South Gabouri Creeks 
and recreation facilities such as picnic areas and trails on flood control lands along the tributary 
improvements and the levee. 


FY 2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA Construction 

Estimated Federal Cost $35,945,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 13,399,000 

Cash (4,659,000) 

Other (8,740,000) 

Total Estimated Cost $49,344,000 

Allocation thru FY 2008 31 ,700,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 100,000 

Recovery Act Allocations to Date 0 

Allocation for FY 2010 242,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 3,903,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 1 .0 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES: Funds are being used to complete the General Reevaluation Report for 
the tributaries and continue design for a portion of North Gabouri Creek levee contract. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE: Undetermined. 

OTHER INFORMATION: The benefit cost ratio and remaining benefit remaining cost ratio are 

1 .0 based on the authorizing documentation which states: “ Congress finds that, in view of 

the historic preservation benefits resulting from the project, the overall benefits of the project 
exceed the costs of the project." 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST: House: Carnahan (MO-3); Sen: Bond and McCaskill (MO). 
DISTRICT: St. Louis 


1 February 2010 


MVD - 30 


54862B 


03/19/2010 



2744 


CONTINUING 
AUTHORITIES PROGRAM 


1 February 2010 
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FACT SHEET 
CONSTRUCTION 

CONTINUING AUTHORITIES PROGRAM 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE: Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 
PROJECT NAME: Bear Creek, Story Co., Roland, Iowa 
AUTHORIZATION: Sec 14 of the FCA 1946 (Public Law 79-526), as amended. 


LOCATION: The project area is adjacent to the north side of the E-18 Bridge (bridge no. 
8503.4S221 ) that crosses Bear Creek in the City of Roland, lA. The site is located in 
Section 15, Township 85 North, Range 23 West, in Story County, Iowa. 

DESCRIPTION: The east bank of Bear Creek is eroding, leaving public utilities exposed 
and jeopardizing the E-18 Bridge (bridge no. 8503.4S221). The public utilities, including 
a gas line and buried electrical line, have been disconnected because of the high 
probability of damage and/or failure due to exposure to the elements as a result of the 
erosion. The E-18 Bridge, owned by the City of Roland, remains at risk from the 
erosion. The rate of erosion is estimated to be 2.5’ to 3’ of bank movement per year. 

The E-18 Bridge has an average daily traffic count of 2,870 vehicles (Iowa Dept, of 
Transportation, 2007), of which 1 10 are single-unit trucks and 72 are multi-unit trucks. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA: 
Estimated Federal Cost 
Estimated Non-Federal Cost 
Cash 
Other 

Total Estimated Project Cost $100,000 


FY2010 

Feas PI 

$100,000 $ 65,000 

$ 0 

$ 0 $ 35,000 

$ 0 $ 0 

$100,000 


Allocation thru FY 2008 $ 20,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 $ 80,000 

Allocation for FY 2010 $ 0 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 $ 0 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 


$ 0 

$ 0 

$ 65,000 
$ 0 

N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES: Complete Feasibility Phase; Initiate Design and 
Implementation Phase. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE: Feasibility Phase - FY2010; 
Dl Phase -FY 2011. 


OTHER INFORMATION: None 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST: Latham (IA-4): Senators Grassley and Harkin 
(lA) 

DISTRICT: Rock Island 


1 February 2010 
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FACT SHEET 
CONSTRUCTION 

CONTINUING AUTHORITIES PROGRAM 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS LINE : Flood and Coastal Flood Damage Reduction 
PROJECT NAME : Crow River, County Road 50, Hennepin County, Minnesota 
AUTHORIZATION : Section 14 of the 1946 Flood Control Act, as amended. 


LOCATION : Project is located along the Crow River in Hennepin County, Minnesota. 


DESCRIPTION : The high steep bank of the Crow River is within 10 feet of County Road 
50 in Hennepin County. CR 50 is a high use commuter route to the metro area. The 
project will provide streambank protection along the river to reduce erosion and help 
prevent damage to the county road. 


FY 2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA Design & 

Feasibility Implementation 
Estimated Federal Cost $ 100,000 $ 1,000,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 0 535,000 

Cash (0) (500,000) 

Other (0) (35,000) 

Total Estimated Cost $ 100,000 $ 1,535,000 


Allocations thru FY 2008 
Allocation for FY 2009 
Recovery Act Allocations to Date 
Allocation for FY 2010 
Balance to Complete after FY 2010 
Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 


$ 100,000 
0 
0 
0 
0 

TBD 


0 

0 

0 

$ 200,000 
$ 800,000 
TBD 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : With available funds, complete Federal Interest Report. If a 
federal interest is identified, initiate design and implementation. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : Undetermined. 

OTHER INFORMATION : None. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : House: Paulsen (MN-3) and Elliso n (MN-5); Senate: 
Klobuchar and Franken (MN) 

DISTRICT: St. Paul 


1 February 2010 
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FACT SHEET 
CONSTRUCTION 

CONTINUING AUTHORITIES PROGRAMS 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS LINE: Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 
PROJECT NAME: Des Moines River, Keosauqua, Iowa 

AUTHORIZATION: Section 14 of the FCA 1946 (Public Law 79-526), as amended. 

LOCATION: The project is located along the west bank of the Des Moines River, 
adjacent to the downtown area of the City of Keosauqua. The project site is located in 
Section 36, Township 69 North, Range 10 West in Van Buren County, lA. 

DESCRIPTION: The west bank of the Des Moines River is actively eroding along Front 
Street in the City of Keosauqua. Public utilities located between the Des Moines River 
and Front Street are at risk of damage due to the erosion. The project would stabilize 
the bankline and protect the utilities and street right-of-way from further erosion and 
potential failure. 




FY2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA: 

Feasibility 

Dl 

Estimated Federal Cost 

$ 100,000 

$285,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 

0 

$ 99,000 

Cash 


$ 0 

Other 


$ 0 

Total Estimated Project Cost 

$ 100,000 

$384,000 

Allocation thru FY 2008 

$ 20,000 

$ 0 

Allocation for FY 2009 

$ 40,000 

0 

Recovery Act Allocations To Date 

$ 0 

$ 0 

Allocation for FY 2010 

$ 40,000 

50,000 

Balance to Complete after FY10 

$ 0 

$235,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 


N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES: Project has been determined to be of no Federal interest and will 


be terminated. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE: FY2010 
OTHER INFORMATION: None 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST: Loebsack (IA-2). Senators Grassley and Harkin (lA). 
DISTRICT: Rock Island 


1 February 2010 
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FACT SHEET 
CONSTRUCTION 

CONTINUING AUTHORITIES PROGRAM 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS LINE : Flood and Coastal Flood Damage Reduction 

PROJECT NAME : Fargo, North Dakota - Ridgewood Addition 

AUTHORIZATION : Section 205 of the 1948 Flood Control Act, as amended. 

LOCATION : The project is located on the north side of Fargo, North Dakota, along the 
west bank of the Red River of the North. It would protect the Department of Veterans 
Affairs (VA) hospital and that portion of Fargo between 1 5"’ Avenue North and 22"'' 
Avenue North. Approximately one-third of the project is located on Federal land 
managed by the U.S. Department of Veterans Affairs. 

DESCRIPTION : High ground at the ends of the project is at elevation 899.5 feet msl. 

The plan that maximizes net economic benefits, called the National Economic 
Development (NED) plan, would be built to elevation 899.5 feet msl. The city and the VA 
prefer an alternative that would provide a flood barrier at elevation 902.6 feet msl. The 
additional 3.1 feet would facilitate flood-fighting activities for floods larger than a 40-year 
event. The locally preferred plan is the recommended plan. The project consists of 
levees, floodwalls, and associated interior drainage structures. 


FY 2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA Construction 

Estimated Federal Cost $ 5,182,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 4,441,000 

Cash (1,141,000) 

Other ( 3,300,000 ) 

Total Estimated Cost $ 9,623,000 

Allocations thru FY 2008 $ 4,970,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 127,000 

Recovery Act Allocations to Date 0 

Allocation for FY 201 0 85,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 $ 0 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 3,4 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Complete project construction. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : FY2010 
OTHER INFORMATION : None 

CONGRESSIONAL IN TEREST : House: Po meroy (ND-AL). Senate: Conrad and 
Dorgan (ND) 

DISTRICT: St. Paul 


1 February 2010 
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FACT SHEET 
CONSTRUCTION 

CONTINUING AUTHORITIES PROGRAM 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS LINE: Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 
PROJECT NAME/STUDY: Fox River. Kahoka, MO 

AUTHORIZATION: Section 14 of the FCA 1946 (Pubiic Law 79-526), as amended. 

LOCATION: The project area is just north of the Route 136 bridge crossing the Fox 
River in Kahoka, MO. The site is located in Section 31, Township 65 North, Range 6 
West, Des Moines Township, Clark County, MO. 

DESCRIPTION: The west bank of the Fox River is eroding, leaving a water main 
exposed. Exposure of the water line allows risk of damage from floating debris or other 
contact. A temporary solution enacted by the sponsor has been to place riprap around 
the exposed portion of the line to reduce the immediate risk of damage until a more 
permanent solution can be implemented. Further erosion will increase the length of 
waterline exposed, increasing its vulnerability and the likelihood of damage. If this line is 
broken, it will interrupt water service to the City of Kahoka and approximately 2,500 
customers. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA: 
Estimated Federal Cost $100,000 
Estimated Non-Federai Cost 
Cash $ 

Other 

Total Estimated Project Cost 


Fees 


$ 0 

0 

$ 0 

$100,000 


FY 2010 

PI 

$182,000 

$ 98,000 
$ 98,000 

$ 0 
$280,000 


Allocation thru FY 2008 


$ 100,000 $ 0 


Allocation for FY 2009 $ 0 

Recovery Act Allocation To Date $ 0 

Allocations for FY2010 $ 0 

Balance to Complete after FY2010 $ 0 

Benefit to Cost Ratio at 7% 


$ 0 

$ 0 

$ 50,000 
$132,000 
N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES: Continue Feasibility Phase. 


EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE: To be determined. 


ISSUES AND OTHER INFORMATION: None. 


CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Hulshof (MO-9). Senators Bond and McCaskill (MO). 
DISTRICT: Rock Island 


1 February 2010 


MVD - 36 


54862B 


03/19/2010 



2750 


FACT SHEET 
CONSTRUCTION 

CONTINUING AUTHORITIES PROGRAM 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS LINE: Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 

PROJECT/STUDY NAME: Germantown, Lateral D, Tennessee 

AUTHORIZATION: Flood Control Act of 1946, Sec. 14, as amended; WRDA 2007, Sec. 
1003 

LOCATION: The study area is located in the city of Germantown, in Shelby County, 
Tennessee, about 3,500 feet east of the intersection of Farmington Boulevard and 
Kimbrough Road. 

DESCRIPTION: Erosion problems on Lateral D could endanger Farmington Boulevard 
at the box culvert crossing. The proposed project consists of an energy dissipating 
stilling basin at the box culvert to alleviate the threat. The local sponsor is the City of 
Germantown. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA : 
Estimated Federal Cost 
Estimated Non-Federal Cost 
Cash 
Other 

Total Estimated Cost 

Allocations thru FY 2008 
Allocation for FY 2009 
Recovery Act Allocations to Date 
Allocation for FY 2010 
Balance to Complete After FY 201 0 
Benefit to Cost Ratio at 7% 


Feasibllitv 

FY2010 

Desian & Imolementation 

$ 100,000 

$ 681,500 

$ 0 

$ 367,000 

(0) 

(TBD) 

(0) 

(TBD) 

$ 100,000 

$ 1,048,500 

$ 100,000 

$ 0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

50,000 

$ 0 

$ 631,500 
38.0 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES: FY 2010 funds are being used to negotiate and execute the 
Project Partnership Agreement and initiate design activities. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE: The feasibility study is 
scheduled to be completed in May 2010. The scheduled completion date of the Design 
and Implementation phase is undetermined. 

OTHER INFORMATION: None. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST: House: Blackburn TN-7. Senate: Alexander and 
Corker (TN). 

DISTRICT: Memphis 


1 February 2010 
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FACT SHEET 
CONSTRUCTION 

CONTINUING AUTHORITIES PROGRAM 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE: Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 

PROJECT/STUDY NAME: Hwy 237, Sulphur River, Miller County, AR 

AUTHORIZATION: Section 14 of the FCA of 1946, as amended. 

LOCATION: The project area is located in Miller County, AR, downstream of Wright - 
Patton Lake outfall. 

DESCRIPTION: The project will study highway embankment failure along a portion of 
Hwy 237 that crosses Sulphur River. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA: 

Feasibilitv 

FY 2010 

Design & 
Imolementation 

Estimated Federal Cost 

$100,000 

$ 750,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 


350,000 

Total Estimated Project Cost 

100,000 

1,100,000 

Allocation thru FY 2008 

100,000 

0 

Allocation for FY 2009 

0 

0 

Recovery Act Allocations to Date 

0 

0 

Allocation for FY 2010 

0 

50,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 

0 

600,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 

N/A 

N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES: Funds are being used to continue studies and initiate preparation 
of the feasibility report. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE: To be determined. 

OTHER INFORMATION: The Arkansas State Highway and Transportation Department 
fully supports this project and has expressed their willingness to serve as the non- 
Federal sponsor. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST: House: Ross (AR-04); Senate: Pryor and Lincoln (AR). 
DISTRICT: Vicksburg 
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FACT SHEET 
CONSTRUCTION 

CONTINUING AUTHORITIES PROGRAM 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS LINE: Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 

PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Indian Creek, Cedar River, Cedar Rapids, lA 

AUTHORIZATION : Section 205 of the FCA of 1948 (Public Law 80-858), as amended. 

LOCATION: The project is located in Linn County Iowa, to the northeast of the Cedar Rapids 
metropolitan area. 

DESCRIPTION: The Indian Creek and Dry Run Creek watersheds have a total drainage area of 
77.6 square miles. On June 4, 2002 these watersheds experienced significant rainfall. The 24- 
hour rainfall totals ranged from 4.5 inches to 6.5 inches. Rain, which fell over the previous days, 
brought area streams to near capacity and saturated the soils, thereby magnifying the runoff and 
amplifying the resulting flood. The June flood caused extensive damage to both public and 
private property. Because of the event’s severity, the Linn County Regional Planning 
Commission established a Flood Study Technical Advisory Committee (TAC). The goal of the 
TAC was to define structural and non-structural flood reduction methods for both the watershed’s 
existing development patterns and a future scenario assuming full development. The TAC is no 
longer an active participant in the flood damage reduction planning for the watershed. The City of 
Cedar Rapids has assumed the local sponsor role for this feasibility study. An initial assessment 
of the watershed was completed in 2004 which recommended that the Corps undertake a 
detailed feasibility study to evaluate flood damage reduction alternatives and to determine If there 
was a Corps interest in implementing a flood damage reduction plan. 


FY2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA : FEASIBILITY 

Estimated Federal Cost $499,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost $399,000 

Cash $399,000 

Other $ 0 

Total Estimated Project Cost $898,000 

Allocations thru FY 2008 $100,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 $ 0 

Allocation for FY 2010 $264,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 $135,000 

Benefit Cost Ratio @ 7% N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Funds will be used to execute the Feasibility Cost Share Agreement 
(FCSA) and continue feasibility study. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : To be determined. 

OTHER INFORMATION: None. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Loebsack (IA-02); Senators Harkin and Grassley 
DISTRICT: Rock Island 
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FACT SHEET 
CONSTRUCTION 

CONTINUING AUTHORITIES PROGRAM 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS LINE : Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 

PROJECT/STUDY NAME : McKinney Bayou, Tunica County, MS 

AUTHORIZATION : Section 205 of the Flood Control Act of 1948, as amended. 

LOCATION : The project is located in northeast Tunica County, Mississippi, and includes the 
entire McKinney Bayou watershed. This area functions as a flood control and water management 
system for a 43-square-mile basin. 

DESCRIPTION : Significant changes within the watershed due to extreme pressures caused by 
improved agricultural technology and tremendous urban growth have contributed to such frequent 
flooding at such critical times that water resource improvements in the watershed are needed. 

The prolonged inundation is causing infrastructure, agricultural, and environmental damages. 

FY 2010 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 

Feasibility 

Design & 
Imolementation 

Estimated Federal Cost 

$485,000 

$4,838,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 

385,000 

4,838,000 

Cash 

(352,000) 

(484,000) 

Other 

(33,000) 

(4,354,000) 

Total Estimated Project Cost 

870,000 

9,676,000 

Allocation thru FY 2008 

452,000 

0 

Allocation for FY 2009 

15,000 

0 

Recovery Act Allocations to Date 

0 

0 

Allocation for FY 2010 

18,000 

50,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 

0 

4,788,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% ( %) 

N/A 

2.83 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Funds are being used to complete feasibility studies. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : FY2010. 

OTHER INFORMATION : Future plans and projections for the McKinney Bayou watershed 
forecast continued growth. The Tunica County Soil and Water Conservation District is the project 
sponsor. An investigation is being conducted to evaluate the potential to alleviate flooding in the 
McKinney Bayou watershed. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : House; Thompson (MS-02); Senate: Cochran and Wicker 
(MS). 

DISTRICT : Vicksburg 
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NAVIGATION 
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INVESTIGATIONS 
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FACT SHEET 
INVESTIGATIONS 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE : Navigation 

PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Calcasieu River & Pass Navigation. LA 

AUTHORIZATION : RHA 22 Dec 44 and 2 Mar 45. HRs 23 Jun 64, 5 Oct 66, 

3 Oct 68, and 2 Dec 70. Interim study under the Mermentau, Vermillion, and Calcasieu Rivers 
and Bayou Teche, LA study authority. 

LOCATION : The study area is located in southwestern Louisiana in Calcasieu and Cameron 
Parishes 

DESCRIPTION : The existing Calcasieu River and Pass project provides for a 40- by 400-foot 
wide channel from the Gulf of Mexico to the wharves of the Port of Lake Charles (mile 34.1); a 
turning basin at mile 29.6; and a 35- by 250-foot deep channel from Mile 34.1 to Mile 36. 

FY 2010 


Study 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 

Estimated Federal Cost $1,430,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 1,188,000 

Cash 985,000 

Other 45,000 

Total Estimated Cost 2,6182,000 

Allocation thru FY 2008 1 ,081 ,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 80,000 

Recovery Act Allocations to Date 0 

Allocation for FY 2010 269,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 0 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Reevaluate benefit to cost ratios for selected plan, completed 
environmental assessment and feasibility level engineering. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : Feasibility, FY 2010 if terminated. 

OTHER INFORMATION : The FCSA was signed on 12 February 2007 with the Lake Charles 
Harbor and Terminal District, the local sponsor. A signiflcant portion of the tonnage is crude oil, 
refined petroleum products, industrial chemicals, and other bulk cargo. Liquefied Natural Gas 
vessel traffic has been increasing and is projected to continue to increase. Deep-draft vessels 
cannot meet on the relatively narrow channel, and traffic is restricted to one-way, resulting in 
delays to vessels that must wait until oncoming traffic clears the channel. The feasibility study will 
address navigation efficiency; specifically, the feasibility of anchorage areas. Current benefit-to- 
cost ratios are below 1 for the selected plan. Recommendation to terminate project may be 
forthcoming. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Senate: Landrieu and Vitter (LA); House: Boustany (LA-7) 
DISTRICT: New Orleans 
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FACT SHEET 
INVESTIGATIONS 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE : Navigation 
PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Port of Iberia, LA 
AUTHORIZATION : Section 1001(25) of WRDA 2007 

LOCATION : The Port of Iberia is located in south central Louisiana near the coast in Iberia 
Parish. 

DESCRIPTION : The recommended plan project features provide for the enlargement of 20 miles 
of the Gulf Intracoastal Waterway (GIWW), 18 miles of the Freshwater Bayou (FWB), 7.5 miles of 
the bar channel, 5.8 miles of the Commercial Canal, and approximately 4 miles through the Port 
of Iberia itself. The enlarged channel would provide a 16-foot depth (plus 2-foot of advanced 
maintenance and 1 foot of allowable overdepth) and a 150-foot width. Two new concrete barge 
floodgates with concrete receiving structures would be constructed for salinity control and 
navigation - one at each end of the FWB Bypass Channel. The movement of oil exploration into 
deeper water in the Gulf requires larger offshore oil rigs that cannot be delivered via the POI’s 
existing 12-foot channels. The Chiefs report, signed December 31, 2006, recommended the 
existing channels be dredged to a 16-foot navigable depth. The dredged material would be used 
to reestablish the bank line, create marsh, and nourish the shoreline resulting in net positive 


environmental impacts. 

FY 2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA PEP 

Estimated Federal Cost $ 4,500,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 1 ,500,000 

Cash (1 ,374,000) 

Other (126,000) 

Total Estimated Cost $ 6,000,000 

Allocation thru FY 2008 $ 2,260,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 566,000 

Recovery Act Allocations to Date 0 

Allocation for FY 201 0 538,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 1,136,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 2.04 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : FY 2010 activities include updating of the project benefits and the 
determination of the economic justification of the Port of Iberia project. If a Post Authorization 
Change is determined to be the appropriate path forward for the WRDA 2007 directed plan, a 
draft Environmental Impact Statement will also be prepared. If the project is considered not 
economically justified, resources may be used for the preparation of a negative report, 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : To Be Determined, 

OTHER INFORMATION : The District has determined that the placing of dredged material is 
consistent with the mitigation plan in the Chiefs Report of 2006. The updated Mil construction 
cost estimate was completed in October 2009. This estimate officially confirmed that the Section 
902 limit has been exceeded. A benefits update to determine the economic feasibility of the 
project is scheduled for completion in FY 2010, 

CONGRESSIONAL INTE REST : Senate: Landri eu and Vitter (LA); Hou se: Melancon (L A-3), 
Boustany (LA-7). 

DISTRICT: New Orleans 
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FACT SHEET 
INVESTIGATIONS 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE : Navigation 

PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Upper Mississippi River - Illinois Waterway, Navigation and Ecosystem 
Restoration Program, IL, lA, MN, MO, Wl 

AUTHORIZATION : Water Resources Development Act of 2007, TITLE VIII 

LOCATION : The program area comprises the Upper Mississippi River System, as defined by 
Congress in the Water Resources Development Act of 1986 (WRDA 1986), which includes the Upper 
Mississippi River from Minneapolis, Minnesota, to Cairo, Illinois, and the Illinois Waterway from 
Chicago to Grafton, Illinois. 

DESCRIPTION : The Upper Mississippi River-lllinois Waterway System Navigation Study was 
completed in September 2004 and addresses the navigation improvement and ecological restoration 
needs for the Upper Mississippi River, Illinois Waterway system for the years 2000-2050. The final 
recommendation includes a program of incremental implementation and comprehensive adaptive 
management to achieve the dual purposes of ensuring a sustainable natural ecosystem and 


navigation system. 

FY 2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA PEP 

Estimated Federal Cost $ 76,169,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 0 

Total Estimated Cost $ 76,169,000 

Allocation thru FY 2008 $ 46,171,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 8,744,000 

Recovery Act Allocations to Date 0 

Allocation for FY 2010 6,276,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 $ 14,978,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : FY201 0 efforts are focused on both the continuation and completion of 
planning and design activities on many of the 28 projects started in 2005. This original set of projects 
was selected to support the broad based implementation specified in the Final Recommended Plan 
dated December 2004, including: design of mooring cells and switchboats; design for a total of three 
new 1200 foot locks one at Lock and Dam 22, Lock and Dam 25, and LaGrange; conducting 
environmental mitigation studies; research into non-structural improvements and demand forecasting 
tools; develop ecosystem restoration adaptive management plans; fish passage project design; Lock 
and Dam 25 dam point control planning; & design for several habitat restoration & floodplain 
restoration projects. Planning and Design efforts over the past four years have prepared several 
small scale navigation and ecosystem projects for construction starts. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : To Be Determined. 

OTHER INFORMATION : None. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Senate: Grassley (lA); Harkin (lA); Durbin (IL); Burris (IL); Franken 
(MN); Klobuchar (MN); Bond (MO); McCaskill (MO); Feingold (Wl); Kohl (Wl); House; Bral ey (IA-1); 
Loebsack (IA-2); Boswell (IA-3); Latham (IA-4); King (IA-5); Kind (WI-3); Obey (WI-7); Manzullo (IL- 
16);Hare(IL-17);Schock(IL-18);Sh imkus (IL-1 9) ; Costello (I L-12); Clay (MO-1 );Akin (MO-2); 
Leutkemeyer (MO-9); Emerson (MO-8); Carnahan (MO-3); Walz (MN-1); Kline (MN-2); Oberstar (MN- 
8 ). 

DISTRICT; Rock Island 
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FACT SHEET 
INVESTIGATIONS 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE: Navigation 

PROJECT/STUDY NAME: White River Navigation to Batesville, Arkansas 

AUTHORIZATION: WRDA 1986, deauthorized by WRDA 1988, and reauthorized by Section 363, 
WRDA 1996. The Consolidated Appropriations Act 2008, Sec. 131 modified the authorization to extend 
the project from Mile 255, near Newport, Arkansas, to approximately Mile 296, near Batesville, 
Arkansas; to include a harbor at Batesville, Arkansas; and environmental restoration within the White 
River Basin including federally owned lands. 

LOCATION : The project is located in central Arkansas on the White River between River Mile 10 
and 296. 


DESCRIPTION: The purpose of the reevaluation currently underway is to determine if navigation 
improvements, along with recreation and environmental elements, are feasible for the stretch of the 
river from AR Canal Post (Mile 10) to Newport, AR (Mile 255). This reevaluation was initiated in FY 
1998 and studies indicate that a channel with a bottom width of 125 feet and a depth of nine feet is 
potentially economically and environmentally feasible. The purpose of the new reevaluation, from 
Newport, AR (Mile 255) to Batesville, AR (Mile 296), would be to reevaluate the feasibility of a 
navigation channel, as well as a harbor at Batesville and environmental restoration features. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA: 
Estimated Federal Cost 
Estimated Non-Federal Cost 
Cash 
Other 

Total Estimated Cost 


FY 2010 

Preconstruction Enaineerino and Design 
$ 5,230,000 
$ 500,000 

(500,000) 

( 0 ) 

$ 5,730,000 


Allocation thru 2008 
Allocation for FY 2009 
Recovery Act Allocations to Date 
Allocation for FY 2010 
Balance to Complete after FY 2010 
Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 

' For project from AR Post Canal to Newport, AR, only. BCR 


$ 3,041,000 

287.000 
0 

359.000 
$ 1,543,000 

1 . 6 ' 

for Newport to Batesville, AR is TBD. 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES: Funds are being used to continue the reevaluation of a project from the AR Post 
Canal to Newport, AR and to reevaluate Federal interest in the portion of the project from Newport to 
Batesville, AR, For the reevaluation from AR Post Canal to Newport, AR a revised Project 
Management Plan (PMP) has been generated to reflect current project conditions and incorporate 
current planning and policy guidelines that govern Corps projects. Survey data and 360 degree GIS 
video data is being gathered and updated navigation maps are being generated. The reevaluation from 
Newport to Batesville will detennine the likelihood of an implementable plan that is in the Federal 
government's interest (a positive Benefit-Cost Ratio), as well as identify the non-Federal sponsors. 


EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE: To be determined. 


OTHER INFORMATION: The sponsor for the project from the AR Post Canal to Newport, AR is the 
Arkansas Waterways Commission. A sponsor for the project from Newport to Batesville, AR has not 
been identified. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST: Senate: Lincoln and Pryor (AR); House: Berry (AR-1 ), Snyder (AR- 

2 ). 

DISTRICT: Memphis 
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CONSTRUCTION 
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FACT SHEET 
CONSTRUCTION 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE: Navigation 

PROJECT/STUDY NAME: Red River Emergency Bank Protection, AR, LA, OK, and TX 
AUTHORIZATION: RHA 68; WRDA 76. 

LOCATION: The project is located in northwest Louisiana, southwest Arkansas, 
southeast Oklahoma, and northeast Texas, along the Red and Old Rivers between the 
mouth of Old River at its juncture with the Mississippi River and Denison Dam, Texas. 

DESCRIPTION: The project provides for protection of critical infrastructure and land 
along the river. The project plan provides for revetment, dikes, and cutoffs that can be 
accomplished in advance of developing the design for the entire project. 



FY 2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 

Construction 

Estimated Federal Cost 

$144,668,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 

2,182,000 

Cash 

(7,000) 

Other 

(2,175,000) 

Total Estimated Cost 

146,850,000 

Allocation thru FY 2008 

139,731,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 

2,951,000 

Recovery Act Allocations to Date 

0 

Allocation for FY 2010 

1,986,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 

0 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% ( %) 

.6 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES: Funds are being used to fully fund construction of Dickson 
revetment Phase II and initiate design of Float revetments I, II, and III. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE: FY2010. 

OTHER INFORMATION: None. 

CONGRESSIONAL IN TEREST: House: Ro ss (AR-4) a nd Fleming (LA-4); Se nate: 
Lincoln and Pryor (AR); Vitter and Landrieu (LA). 

DISTRICT: Vicksburg 
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OPERATION AND 
MAINTENANCE 


1 February 2010 


MVD - 49 


54862B 


03/19/2010 



2763 


FACT SHEET 

OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE : Navigation 

PROJECT/STUDY NAME : New Madrid Harbor, Mile 889, Missouri 

AUTHORIZATION : WRDA 1996, Sec. 509 (resumption of Federal maintenance) 

LOCATION : The New Madrid Harbor is located at Mississippi River mile 889 adjacent to 
the city of New Madrid in New Madrid County, Missouri. 

DESCRIPTION : The Corps constructed this fast water harbor in 1970 under Section 
107 of the Rivers and Harbors Act of 1960. The approved channel dimensions are 9 
feet deep by 150 feet wide by 9,400 feet long with a 250-foot radius turning basin at the 
lower end. The City of New Madrid is the local interest. 


FY2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA: O&M 

Allocation for FY 2008 $1 87,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 $138,180 

Recovery Act Allocation to Date $400,000 

Allocation for FY 2010 $240,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Funds are being used to perform surveys to determine harbor 
conditions and fully dredge the harbor to the authorized dimensions. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : N/A 

OTHER INFORMATION : None. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : House: Emerson (MO-8). Senate: Bond & McCaskill 
(MO) 

DISTRICT : Memphis 
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CONTINUING 
AUTHORITIES PROGRAM 
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FACT SHEET 
CONSTRUCTION 

CONTINUING AUTHORITIES PROGRAM 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE : Navigation 

PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Port of New Orleans Dredging (Napoleon Avenue Container 
Terminal Access), LA. 

AUTHORIZATION : Section 107, River and Harbor Act of 1962, as amended. 

LOCATION : The project area is located within the Port of New Orleans on the bank of 
the Mississippi River in New Orleans. LA. 

DESCRIPTION : The project purpose is to dredge and maintain the navigation access to 
the Port, specifically the Napoleon Avenue Container Terminal, the Nashville Avenue 
Wharf, and other wharf systems to be determined during feasibility, by deepening the 
terminal berthing area to a depth not to exceed the authorized channel depth of the 
Mississippi River ship channel. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 
Estimated Federal Cost 
Estimated Non-Federal Cost $ 

Cash 
Other 

Total Estimated Cost $ 

Allocation thru FY 2008 
Allocation for FY 2009 
Allocation for FY 2010 
Balance to Complete after FY 2010 
Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 

FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Initiate feasibility study; determine Federal interest, sign FCSA. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : To be determined. 

OTHER INFORMATION : This small navigation enhancement project will create 
significant economic and business benefits for the Port of New Orleans, and will aid the 
on-going recovery effort for the greater New Orleans area. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Senators Landrieu and Vitter; Cao (LA-2). 

DISTRICT: New Orleans 


FY2010 
Study 
$ 350,000 
250,000 


600,000 

$ 0 

$ 0 

$ 100,000 
$ 250,000 
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ENVIRONMENT 


1 February 2010 


MVD - 53 


54862B 


03/19/2010 



2767 


INVESTIGATIONS 
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FACT SHEET 
INVESTIGATIONS 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS LINE : Environment 

PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Humboldt, Iowa 

AUTHORIZATION : House Resolution Docket 2783, adopted May 23, 2007 

LOCATION : Humboldt, Iowa, is located in north central Iowa along the West Fork of the 
Des Moines River approximately 115 miles northwest of Des Moines. Humboldt is 
immediately upstream of the confluence of the East and West Forks of the Des Moines 
River. 

DESCRIPTION : The dams at Humboldt and Rutland preclude upstream riverine habitat 
use by fish and other aquatic resources. This fragmentation and restricted fish 
movement created by the dams has had an adverse affect to the ecological health of the 
river system. The two dams block fish from accessing potentially suitable spawning, 
feeding, resting, and shelter habitats. Further, local tributaries are experiencing bed and 
bank instability resulting in larger than expected sediment loads. These transported and 
deposited sediments are negatively impacting aquatic organisms and water quality. The 
co-sponsor for the project will be Humboldt County, Iowa. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA: 

FY 2010 

FY 2010 


Recon 

Feasibilitv 

Estimated Federal Cost 

$100,000 

$330,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 

0 

330,000 

Total Estimated Study Cost 

100,000 

660,000 

Allocations thru FY 2008 

98,000 

0 

Allocation for FY 2009 

2,000 

24,000 

Recovery Act Allocations to Date 

0 

0 

Allocation for FY 2010 

0 

121,000 

Balance to Complete After 2010 

0 

185,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio Applicable Rate (7%) 

N/A 

N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Complete Reconnaissance phase, execute the Feasibility Cost 
Share Agreement with sponsor, and initiate the project Feasibility phase. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : Reconnaissance phase will 
complete in second quarter of FY 2010. 

OTHER INFORMATION : None 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST: Senate: Grassley and Harkin (lA) 

House: Latham (IA-4) 

DISTRICT: Rock Island 
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FACT SHEET 
INVESTIGATIONS 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE : Environment 

PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Lower Mississippi River Resource Assessment, AR, IL, KY, LA, MS, MO, 
&TN 

AUTHORIZATION : WRDA 2000, Section 402 

LOCATION : The study area covers portions of seven states and 235 counties and parishes. It is 
made up of river reaches and adjacent floodplains within the Lower Mississippi River alluvial valley 
(LMRAV) having commercial navigation channels on the Mississippi main stem and tributaries south 
of Cairo, IL, and the Atchafalaya Basin Floodway system. 

DESCRIPTION : The study will provide a vehicle for multi-agency collaborative planning and the 
resultant report to congress could provide a platform to make recommendations for long-term 
institutional measures, to forecast data needs, determine recreational demand, explore habitat 
restoration opportunities, ascertain financial resource needs and influence public policy directives. 



FY2010 


FY2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA: 

Reconnaissance 


Feasibilitv 

Estimated Federal Cost 

$ 500,000 

$ 

1,250,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 

$ 0 

$ 

1,250,000 

Cash 

(0) 


(625,000) 

Other 

(0) 


(625,000) 

Total Estimated Project Cost 

$ 500,000 

$ 

2,500,000 

Allocations thru 2008 

$ 246,000 

$ 

0 

Allocation for FY 2009 

243,000 


0 

Recovery Act Allocation to Date 

0 


0 

Allocation for FY 2010 

0 


112,000 

Balance to Complete 

$ 11,000 

$ 

1,138,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 



TBD 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : The final draft reconnaissance report is scheduled to be approved by 31 
March 2010. The reconnaissance phase is scheduled to be completed 30 September 2010. Funds 
are available to initiate the feasibility phase upon execution of the Feasibility Cost Sharing Agreement 
(FCSA). 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : Undetermined. 

OTHER INFORMATION : The reconnaissance report recommends that an integrated watershed 
analysis be conducted for the Lower Mississippi River Resource Assessment (LMRRA) project area 
and that a feasibility-level study be conducted to construct restoration projects including dike 
notching, secondary channel restoration, and oxbow lake restoration. The potential sponsor for the 
watershed study is the Lower Mississippi River Conservation Committee (LMRCC). A potential 
sponsor has not been identified for the feasibility study. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Senate: Lincoln and Pryor (AR); Durbin and Burris (IL); McConnell 
and Sunning (KY); Landrieu and Vitter (LA); Cochran and Wicker (MS); Bond and McCaskill (MO); 
Alexander and Corker (TN); House: Berry (AR-01), Snyder (AR-02), Ross (AR-04), Costello (IL-12), 
Shimkus, (IL-19), Whitfield (KY-01), Jindal (LA-01), Jefferson (LA-02), Melancon (LA-03), McCrery 
(LA-04), Alexander (LA-05), Baker (LA-06), John (LA-07), Emerson (MO-08), Childers (MS-01), 
Thompson (MS-02), Tanner (TN-08), Blackburn (TN-07), Cohen (TN-09). 

DISTRICT : Memphis 
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FACT SHEET 
INVESTIGATIONS 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE : Environment 

STUDY NAME : Minnehaha Creek Watershed, Minnesota (Upper Mississippi River, Lake Itasca 
to L/D 2, Minnesota) 

AUTHORIZATION : HR, Docket 2597, 15 Apr 99 
LOCATION : Hennepin County, Minnesota 

DESCRIPTION : The Minnehaha Creek Watershed District (MCWD) covers approximately 181 
square miles in the western Twin Cities suburbs and Minneapolis metropolitan area. The study 
developed a Comprehensive Watershed Management Plan which has been used as a vehicle for 
identifying the Federal and local Interest in addressing problems, to include changed / restored 
hydrologic regimes, loss of habitat and flooding. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 
Estimated Federal Cost 
Estimated Non-Federal Cost 
Cash 
Other 

Total Estimated Cost 


Allocations thru FY 2008 $ 1,160,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 382,000 

Recovery Act Allocations to Date 0 

Allocation for FY 2010 305,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 503,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Continue the feasibility study. Study effort would be to modify the dam 
operating plan at Gray's Bay and proceed with restoration opportunities in the 6-mile sub- 
watershed. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : To Be Determined. 

OTHER INFORMATION : The project sponsor completed a draft Comprehensive Watershed 
Management Plan (CWMP) in early 2007. The project is now progressing towards alternative 
development after a number of sites with potential Federal interests have been identified. There 
is the potential for the restoration of wetlands and riparian habitat, weir removal, and creation of 
beneficial environmental corridors. The watershed is under development pressure due to its 
proximity to Minneapolis. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Senate: Franken and Klobuchar (MN); House: Paulsen (MN-3) 
and Ellison (MN-5); 

DISTRICT: St. Paul 


FY 2010 
Study 
$2,350,000 
2,350,000 
( 0 ) 

(2,350,000) 
$ 4,700,000 
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FACT SHEET 
INVESTIGATIONS 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE : Environment 

PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Peoria Riverfront Development, IL 
AUTHORIZATION : WRDA 2007, Sec 1001(19). 

LOCATION : Illinois River between Henry and Naples, Illinois, with specific focus on Peoria Lake 
from Illinois River Miles 181.0 to 158.0 and tributaries draining into Peoria Lake. 

DESCRIPTION : The State of Illinois, Department of Natural Resources, is the sponsor for this 
project. The feasibility study phase was completed in 2003 and the Preconstruction Engineering 
and Design (PED) phase was initiated for the Upper Island in Jan 2004 following receipt of state 
funding. The principal goal is to improve depth diversity enhancing aquatic habitat in Peoria Lake 
with ancillary recreational benefits. The recommended plan includes dredging approximately 200 
acres within Lower Peoria Lake to create deepwater habitats and constructing three islands with 
a total area of 75 acres. In September 2004, approval was given to construct the Upper Island 
(55 acres of dredging with 21 acre island) as a Critical Restoration Project under the Illinois River 
Basin Restoration (Sec 519 - WRDA 2000) authority. Authority to construct the Lower Islands 
was provided in WRDA 2007. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 


FY 2010 
PED 

Estimated Federal Cost $ 


1,402,500 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 

$ 

467,500 

Cash 

$ 

467,500 

Other 

$ 

0 

Total Estimated Cost $ 


1,870,000 

Allocation thru 2008 $ 


631,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 

$ 

48,000 

Recovery Act Allocations to Date 

$ 

0 

Allocation for FY 2010 

$ 

45,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 201 0 

$ 

678,500 

Benefit to Cost Ratio Applicable rate (7%) 


N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : A design agreement and scope of work has been provided to the sponsor. 
Work will continue with the sponsor to execute the design agreement. Preconstruction 
Engineering and Design (PED) for the Lower Islands will be initiated when non-Federal funding 
is obtained. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : PED could be completed in FY 2010 
OTHER INFORMATION : Construction authority was provided in WRDA 2007. 
CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : House: LaHood (IL-18); Senate: Burris and Durbin (IL) 
DISTRICT : Rock Island 
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FACT SHEET 
INVESTIGATIONS 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE : Environment 

STUDY NAME : St. Croix River Basin, Minnesota & Wisconsin, (Sunrise River Watershed Study, 
MN and St. Croix Headwaters Watershed Study, Wl) 

AUTHORIZATION : HR, Docket 2705, 25 Sep 02 

LOCATION : The St. Croix River Basin is in eastern Minnesota and western Wisconsin, and joins 
the Mississippi River near Prescott, Wisconsin. 

DESCRIPTION : The Sunrise River extends from its confluence with the St. Croix River upstream 
through Chisago, Anoka, Isanti and Washington counties in eastern Minnesota. The St. Croix 
River Headwaters Watershed extends from Gordon dam upstream in far northwestern Wisconsin. 
Gordon dam marks the upstream extent of the St. Croix Wild and Scenic River designation. Both 
the Sunrise River and the St. Croix Headwaters Watershed studies will evaluate opportunities for 
Federal participation in projects that create and/or protect aquatic habitat, reduce erosion and 
sediment, maintain or improve water quality and reduce flood damages. Other water resource 
and recreation opportunities will also be considered. The study reports will include a watershed 
management planning document to help identify existing conditions, likely future conditions, 
future management goals, and actions to meet those goals. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 
Estimated Federal Cost 
Estimated Non-Federal Cost 
Total Estimated Cost 

Allocation thru FY 2008 
Allocation for FY 2009 
Recovery Act Allocations to Date 
Allocation for FY 2010 
Balance to Complete after FY 2010 
Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 


Sunrise 

St. Croix 


River 

Headwaters 

FY2010 

Watershed 

Watershed 


Study 

Study 

Total 

$ 445,000 

$317,000 

$ 762,000 

445,000 

317,000 

762,000 

$ 890,000 

$ 634,000 

$1,524,000 

$ 190,000 

$ 155,000 

$ 345,000 

138,000 

125,000 

263,000 

0 

0 

0 

117,000 

37,000 

154,000 

$0 

$0 

$0 

N/A 

N/A 

N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Complete the two watershed studies: St. Croix Headwaters Watershed 
Study and Sunrise River Watershed Study. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : Sunrise River Watershed - 2010; St. 
Croix Headwaters Watershed - 2010. 

OTHER INFORMATION : This study will complement the outputs from other Federal, State and 
local initiatives and will be a cooperative effort with local watershed boards, state resource 
agencies, non-governmental organizations and other Federal agencies, including the NRCS and 
USFWS. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Senate: Klobucharand Franken (MN); Feingold and Kohl (Wl); 
House: Bachmann (MN-6); Kind (WI-3); Obey (WI-7); 

DISTRICT: St. Paul 
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FACT SHEET 
INVESTIGATIONS 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE: Environment 


STUDY NAME : St. Croix River Relocation of Endangered Mussels, Minnesota & Wisconsin 
(Zebra Mussel Control, Upper Mississippi River) 

AUTHORIZATION : Section 216 of the River and Harbor and Flood Control Act of 1970 and 
Section 1 05(a)(2) of the Water Resources Development Act of 1 986. 

LOCATION : St. Croix and Upper Mississippi Rivers. 

DESCRIPTION : This feasibility study is consistent with recommendations in the approved 
Section 905(b) Reconnaissance Report, which recommended a feasibility study at full Federal 
expense to investigate zebra mussel control measures throughout the entire Upper Mississippi 
and Illinois waterways, including the St. Croix River. As stated in the final Biological Opinion for 
the operation and maintenance of the Federal 9-Foot Navigation Channel Project on the Upper 
Mississippi River, the study is required in order to comply with Section 7(a)(2) of the 1973 
Endangered Species Act (ESA). 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 
Estimated Federal Cost 
Estimated Non-Federal Cost 
Total Estimated Cost 


Allocation thru FY 2008 $ 716,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 335,000 

Recovery Act Allocations to Date 0 

Allocation for FY 2010 350,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 $1 ,009,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Funds in the amount of $350,000 will be used to continue the feasibility 
study. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : To Be Determined. 

OTHER INFORMATION : Development and implementation of zebra mussel control measures is 
extremely time sensitive since the endangered Higgins eye mussel faces extinction and the 
winged mussel on the St. Croix River is also being threatened by zebra mussels. The feasibility 
study will take 5 years to complete. Alternatives to be studied will include such things as 
managing habitat to control zebra mussels, closing portions of the St. Croix and/or Upper 
Mississippi River System, cleaning/coating technologies, and barriers to prevent transport of 
zebra mussels. The study will also identify what actions are necessary to conserve endangered 
mussels, Including relocation. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Senate: Feingold and Kohl (Wl); Klobuchar and Franken (MN); 
House: Walz (MN-1 ); Kline (MN-2); Bachmann (MN-6); Baldwin (WI-2); Kind (WI-3); Obey (WI-7); 
Braley (IA-1 ). 

DISTRICT: St. Paul 


FY2010 

Study 

$2,410,000 

0 

$2,410,000 
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FACT SHEET 
INVESTIGATIONS 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE: Environment 

PROJECT/STUDY NAME: White River Basin Comprehensive, Arkansas & Missouri 

AUTHORIZATION : Section 729, WRDA 1986; Section 202, WRDA 2000; Section 2010, WRDA 
2007 

LOCATION : The White River Basin comprises approximately 28,000 square miles in 
northeastern Arkansas and southern Missouri. 

DESCRIPTION: The purpose of the study is to develop a comprehensive watershed plan for the 
White River Basin. The plan will serve as a framework for the environmentally sustainable 
development of water resources within the White River Basin. The problems and potential 
solutions are being examined in a comprehensive manner, due to the interrelationships of the 
problems and potential solutions to all of the significant resources in the basin. Potential study 
outputs will address water resources needs and opportunities for water supply, flood control, 
waste water management, navigation, recreation, power generation, and other related needs 
identified in the comprehensive study. The basin contains five large multi-purpose reservoirs and 
one reservoir primarily for flood control; over 150 miles of flood control levees along the White 
River and its tributaries; two major national wildlife refuges; and the largest remaining 
concentration of seasonally flooded bottomland hardwoods in the Mississippi Valley. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA: 

Estimated Federal Cost 
Estimated Non-Federal Cost 
Cash 
Other 

Total Estimated Cost 

Allocation thru 2008 
Allocation for FY 2009 
Recovery Act Allocations to Date 
Allocation for FY 2010 
Balance to Complete 
Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 

FY 2010 ACTIVITIES: Current year funds are being used to complete an unsteady flow model, a 
sedimentation study, and the analysis of an evaluation of potential benefits and impacts to the 
Cache River and Bayou DeVlew floodplains as a resuH of removal of a channel blockage near 
Grubbs, Arkansas. Funds will also be used to commence a study to analyze the impacts of 
hydrologic & geomorphic changes on vegetation communities of the White River Basin. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE: To be determined. 

OTHER INFORMATION: WRDA 2007 modified the non-Federal cat sharing from 50 percent to 25 
percent. Cost-sharing sponsors are: AR Na tural Resources Commission, AR Game and Fish 
Commission, AR Natural Heritage Commission, AR Waterways Commission, Missouri Depaitnent of 
Conservation, Missouri Department of Natural Resources, and The Nature Conservancy. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST: Senate: Lincoln & Pryor (AR), Bond & McCaskill (MO); 

House; Berry (AR-1), Snyder (AR-2), Ross (AR-4), Emerson (MO-8). 

DISTRICT: Memphis 


$ 


FY2010 
Study 
6,610,000 
2,150,000 
(661,000) 
(1,489,000) 
$ 8,760,000 


$ 3,062,000 

215.000 
0 

103.000 
$ 3,230,000 

TBD 
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FACT SHEET 
INVESTIGATIONS 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE: Environment 


STUDY NAME : Wild Rice River, Minnesota (Red River of the North Basin) 

AUTHORIZATION : SR, 30 Sep 74 

LOCATION: The Wild Rice River is a tributary of the Red River of the North in northwestern 
Minnesota, about 250 miles northwest of Minneapolis - St. Paul, Minnesota. 

DESCRIPTION : The Wild Rice River is 160 miles long with a drainage area of about 1 ,600 
square miles. Agriculture dominates the basin’s economy, and extensive work has been done to 
limit the effects of flooding. Early analysis in the feasibility study indicated that there was 
potential for ecosystem restoration along the lower reaches of the Wild Rice River. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 
Estimated Federal Cost 
Estimated Non-Federal Cost 
Total Estimated Cost 


FY 2010 
Study 
$2,400,000 
2,400,000 
$4,800,000 


Allocation thru FY 2008 $ 1 , 1 52,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 259,000 

Recovery Act Allocations to Date 0 

Allocation for FY 20 1 0 243,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 201 0 746,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% NA 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Continue feasibility study, including possible re-scoping of the study plan 
to include flood storage alternatives. 


EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : To Be Determined. 

OTHER INFORMATION : Interested parties include the Minnesota Department of Natural 
resources (DNR), the Fish and Wildlife Service, the Board of Water and Soil resources, the Farm 
Service Agency, local citizen groups and the Wild Rice Watershed Board. The project local 
sponsor is the Wild Rice Watershed District. The local sponsor requested that study efforts be 
put on hold in May 2009 while the Wild Rice Watershed Board considers the future direction of 
the study 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Senate: Klobucharand Franken (MN); House: Peterson (MN- 

7) 


DISTRICT: St. Paul 
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CONSTRUCTION 
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FACT SHEET 
CONSTRUCTION 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE: Environment 

PROJECT NAME: East St. Louis & Vicinity, Illinois 

AUTHORIZATION: Sec 204, FCA 65; Sec 137, WRDA 76; E&WDAA 97; Sec 310, WRDA 00; Sec 
1001(18), WRDA 07, 

LOCATION: The project is located in Madison and St. Clair Counties, Illinois, along the east bank of 
the Mississippi River between river miles 175 and 195 above the mouth of the Ohio River. 

DESCRIPTION: The project area includes approximately 55,000 acres of flood plain that is protected 
by a levee system along the Mississippi River, the Chain of Rocks Canal, the Prairie du Pont Canal, 
and the Cahokia Creek Diversion Channel and an additional 51 ,000 acres of tributary watershed, all 
of which are rapidly becoming urbanized. The ecosystem restoration project will restore bottomland 
forest habitat (1,700 acres), flood plain prairie habitat (1,100 acres), marsh and shrub swamp habitat 
(840 acres), lake habitat (460 acres), and upland riparian forest (380 acres). It will also restore 10 
miles of flood plain stream and 178 miles of tributary streams. Flood damage reduction is incidental 
to the restoration project with an estimated $1,445,000 in reduced average annual flood damages. 
The project would provide both feeding and resting resources for the federally-threatened bald eagle. 
The project lies within the Mississippi River Flyway and contributes to the life cycle requirements of 
more than 50 migratory bird species covered by international treaties and the state-threatened Illinois 
chorus frog. The wetland resources to be restored are considered scarce with over 85 percent of the 
wetlands in Illinois and other Midwestern states lost since the 1780’s, and the decline is continuing. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 
Estimated Federal Cost 
Estimated Non-Federal Cost 
Cash 
Other 

Total Estimated Cost 


FY2010 
Construction 
$ 143,707,400 
77,462,200 
(35,696,000) 
(41,766,200) 
$ 221,169,600 


Allocation thru FY 2008 
Allocation for FY 2009 
Recovery Act Allocations to Date 
Allocation for FY 2010 
Balance to Complete after FY 2010 
Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 


3,921,000 

191.000 
0 

249.000 
139,346,400 

N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES: Continue preconstruction monitoring: complete hydraulic modeling for the 
Cahokia Canal watershed; and continue the Elm Slough Engineering Documentation Report. 


EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE: Undetermined. 


OTHER INFORMATION: In September 2006, the ASA(CW) requested that the General Reevaluation 
Report be revised and resubmitted. Following project authorization in WRDA 2007, USACE 
requested an ASA(CW) decision on inclusion of this project in future budget requests. In January 
2009, the ASA(CW) recommended to the 0MB that the project not be budgeted and 0MB concurred. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST: House: Costello (IL-1 2), Shimkus (IL-1 9); Senate: Durbin and 
Burris (IL). 

DISTRICT: St. Louis 
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FACT SHEET 
CONSTRUCTION 

CONTINUING AUTHORITIES PROGRAM 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE: Environment 

PROJECT NAME: Blackhawk Bottoms, Des Moines County, lA (Blackhawk Bottoms, Burlington, 
Iowa) 

AUTHORIZATION: Sec 204 of WRDA 1992 (Public Law 102-580) and Sec 2037 of WRDA 2007, 

LOCATION : Blackhawk Bottoms is located in southeastern Iowa, Des Moines County, near the 
confluence of the Skunk and Mississippi Rivers. 

DESCRIPTION : The State is interested in creating a moist soil unit on this former field using 
dredged material from the Kemps-Craigel dredge cut, which is part of the Rock Island District 
Regional Dredge Material Management Program. Low level berms would be created with the 
dredged material. In addition, construction of a water control structure would allow water from 
Spring Creek, which flows through the proposed project area, to pond water to a depth of 
approximately 1 8 inches at certain times of the year. A water level management regime similar to 
the natural cycle would allow the creation of quality moist soil plants. This habitat would be 
complimented by seasonal flooding to attract waterfowl during migration. The flooded wetlands 
would provide a food source for a multitude of species. The Iowa Department of Natural 
Resources will serve as the sponsor for this project. The State of Iowa owns and manages land 
near the confluence of the Skunk and Mississippi rivers that is a former agricultural field. The 
sponsor's real estate interest will satisfy a portion of its 35% cost share for Design and 
Implementation of the project. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA FY2010 

FEAS 1/ 

Estimated Federal Cost $ 541,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost $ 0 

Total Estimated Project Cost $ 541 ,000 

Allocation thru FY 2008 $ 391,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 $ 100,000 

Recovery Act Allocations to Date $ 0 

Allocations for FY 2010 $ 50,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 201 0 $ 0 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% N/A 


1/Feasibility will be cost shared in the Design & Implementation phase. 

FY2010 ACTIVITES: Complete the draft project Feasibility Report and conduct an internal 
Agency Technical Review and public review of the report. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE: To be determined. 

OTHER INFORMATION: None. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST: Loebsack (IA-02); Senators Grassley and Harkin (lA) 
DISTRICT: Rock Island 
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FACT SHEET 
CONSTRUCTION 

CONTINUING AUTHORITIES PROGRAM 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE : Environment 

PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Buras Marina, Plaquemines Parish, LA 

AUTHORIZATION : Section 206, WRDA 1996 (P.L. 104-303), as amended 

LOCATION : The study is located along the back levee of the New Orleans to Venice 
hurricane protection project within the vicinity of the Buras Marina in Plaquemines 
Parish, LA. 


DESCRIPTION : This ecosystem restoration project would halt the erosion of brackish 
marsh along the south toe of the hurricane protection levee extending on either side of 
the marina and will protect 245 acres of marsh that provides a wildlife and fisheries 
habitat and provide for a buffer zone during storm surges from the Gulf. 


FY2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA Feasibility 

Estimated Federal Cost $ 698,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost $ 0 

Cash 
Other 

Total Estimated Cost $ 698,000 


Allocation thru FY 2008 $ 232,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 $ 86,000 

Allocation for FY 2010 $350,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 $ 30,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Continue feasibility study. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : To be determined. 


OTHER INFORMATION : None. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Senate: Landrieu and Vitter LA; House: Melancon 
(LA-3) 


DISTRICT: New Orleans 
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FACT SHEET 
CONSTRUCTION 

CONTINUING AUTHORITIES PROGRAM 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE : Environment 

PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Calcasieu River, Mile 5 to 14, Cameron Parish, Louisiana 

AUTHORIZATION : Section 204, Water Resources Development Act of 1992, as 
amended; Section 2037, Water Resources Development Act of 2007. 

LOCATION : The proposed project provides for the placement of shoal material from the 
Calcasieu River, Mile 5 to Mile 14, into the Cameron Creole Prairie National Wildlife 
Refuge. 

DESCRIPTION : This disposal area is approximately 262 acres in size and consists of 
shallow open water located within an eroded marsh area. Retention dikes would be 
constructed as necessary to prevent dredged material from entering adjacent 
waterways. Trenches would also be constructed within the disposal area and retention 
dikes would be degraded as necessary to provide for circulation of water, the exchange 
of nutrients and the migration of aquatic organisms to and from the marsh/water 
interface. 


FY2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA Dl 

Estimated Federal Cost $ 2,849,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost $ 1,614,000 

Cash $1,614,000 

Other $ 0 

Total Estimated Cost $ 4,463,000 


Allocation thru FY 2008 $ 50,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 $ 0 

Recovery Act Allocations To Date $ 0 

Allocation for FY 2010 $2,748,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 $ 51,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% (NA) 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Complete feasibility, execute PPA, and construct project in phase 
with the dredge cycle for the Calcasieu River. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE: To be determined. 


OTHER INFORMATION : None 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Senators Landrieu and Vitter (LA); Boustany (LA-7) 


DISTRICT: New Orleans 
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FACT SHEET 
CONSTRUCTION 

CONTINUING AUTHORITIES PROGRAM 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS LINE : Environment 

PROJECT NAME : Drayton Dam, North Dakota 

AUTHORIZATION : Section 206 of WRDA 1 996, as amended. 

LOCATION : The project is located on the Red River of the North just north of the city of 
Drayton, North Dakota. The Red River of the North and adjoining valley is a valuable 
natural resource to eastern North Dakota and northwestern Minnesota. 

DESCRIPTION : Manmade “improvements" on the Red River have adversely affected 
fish populations by reducing both habitat and access to habitat. Loss of streambank and 
in-stream cover, access to spawning and wintering habitat, and alterations to flow 
regimes have reduced fish numbers and fish species diversity in the river. Alternatives 
that would likely be considered include a rockfill fish passage stmcture similar to that 
recently constructed for South Dam at Fargo, North Dakota. However, other alternatives 
may also be available that better suit the environment. 



FY2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 

Feasibilitv 

Estimated Federal Cost 

$ 345,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 

0 

Cash 

(0) 

Other 

(0) 

Total Estimated Cost 

$ 345,000 

Allocations thru FY 2008 

$ 115,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 

$ 10,000 

Recovery Act Allocations to Date 

0 

Allocation for FY 2010 

$220,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 

0 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 

NA 


'' Feasibility will be cost-shared in Dl phase. 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Continue feasibility study. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : Undetermined. 

OTHER INFORMATION : None 

CONGRESSIONAL IN TEREST : House: Po meroy (ND-AL). Senate: Conrad and 
Dorgan (ND) 

DISTRICT: St. Paul 
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FACT SHEET 
CONSTRUCTION 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE : Environment 

PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Emiquon Floodplain Restoration, IL 

AUTHORIZATION : Section 206 of WRDA 1996 (Public Law 104-303), as amended. 

LOCATION : Thompson Drainage and Levee District (TDLD) is located immediately north of 
Havana, Illinois, and approximately 40 miles south of Peoria, Illinois, on the right descending 
bank of the Iliinois River. 

DESCRIPTION : The TDLD is part of The Nature Conservancy’s (TNC) larger 7,100 acre 
Emiquon Project property, which also includes part of the Globe Drainage and Levee District and 
some adjacent areas. TNC’s Emiquon Project includes approximately 98% or 5,400 acres of the 
TDLD. The Emiquon Project represents landscape scale restoration of one of the largest and 
historically most productive portions of the Illinois River. The site has been identified by TNC as a 
demonstration project. They expect that it will be an example of how degraded floodplains 
throughout the nation and world can be restored to functional wetlands. The principle problem is 
ecosystem degradation due to historic conversion of Illinois River floodplain (aquatic, wetland, 
forest, and prairie) habitat to agricultural uses and loss of ecological connections between the 
floodplain and Illinois River eliminating natural flood pulse and preventing use of the floodplain by 
native species during various life stages and times of the year. The goal Is to restore, to the 
extent practical, quality, functional floodplain habitat and ecological processes that will sustain 
plant and animal communities that were native to the Illinois River Valley. TNC is actively 
seeking the Corps expertise in hydrology, floodplain constnjction, and project management to 
assist In making the restoration a success. 




FY 2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL 

DATA 

Feas '' 

Estimated Federal Cost 

$995,0 

00 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 

0 

Total Estimated Cost 

$995,0 

00 

Allocation thru 2008 

$460,0 

00 

Allocation for FY 2009 


300,000 

Recovery Act Allocation to Date 

0 

Allocation for FY 2010 


235,000 

Balance to Complete 


0 

Benefit to Cost Ratio at 7% 


N/A 


1/ Feasibility cost will be cost shared during Design & Implementation 

FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Complete the draft project Feasibility Report and initiate internal Agency 
Technical Review. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : To be determined. 

OTHER INFORMATION : This project is an excellent example of collaborative conservation 
involving the Corps, USDA-Natural Resource Conservation Service, and The Nature 
Conservancy. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Hare (IL-17): Senators Durbin and Burris (IL) 

DISTRICT: Rock Island 
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FACT SHEET 
CONSTRUCTION 

CONTINUING AUTHORITIES PROGRAM 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE: Environment 


PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Houma Navigation Canal, Mile 12 to 31.4, Terrebonne Parish, LA, 
AUTHORIZATION : Section 1135, WRDA of 1986, as amended. 


LOCATION : The Houma Navigation Canal (HNC) is located approximately 45 miles southwest of 
New Orleans, Louisiana, in Terrebonne Parish. The HNC borders the Fallout Canal Marsh 
Management Area (FCMMA). This is an existing mitigation area managed by the Terrebonne 
Parish Consolidated Government consisting of approximately 1 3,355 acres of pristine cypress 
tupelo swamp. 

DESCRIPTION : The shoreline of the Houma Navigation Canal is suffering from severe erosion 
due to tidal action and wave action caused by vessels navigating the channel. If erosion is 
allowed to continue, the entire area will be devastated by salt-water intmsion and eventually lead 
to the destruction of the management area. This project proposes placing a rock dike along the 
most critical reaches of the east and west bank lines of the channel from Mile 21 to 28. The rock 
dike would be placed off the bank line to allow for marsh creation behind the dike. This will 
reinforce the existing shoreline to provide additional protection to the FCMMA. 


FY 2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA D&l 1/ 

Estimated Federal Cost $ 5,000,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost $ 1 ,667,000 

Cash ($ 1,667,000) 

Other ($ 0) 

Total Estimated Cost $ 6,667,000 


Allocation thru FY 2008 $ 150,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 $ 50,000 

Recover Act Allocations To Date $ 0 

Allocation for FY 2010 $ 4,800,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 201 0 $ 0 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% (NA) 


1/ 25% Non-Federal cost share for feasibility recovered in D&l 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Complete feasibility, execute PPA, construct project. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : To be determined, 

OTHER INFORMATION : None. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Senate: Landrieu and Vitter (LA); House: Melancon (LA-3) 
DISTRICT: New Orleans 


1 February 2010 
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54862B 


03/19/2010 



2785 


FACT SHEET 
CONSTRUCTION 

CONTINUING AUTHORITIES PROGRAM 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE : Environment 

PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Iowa River/Clear Creek, Johnson County, lA 

AUTHORIZATION : Section 206 of WRDA 1996 (Public Law 104-303), as amended. 

LOCATION : The project area is located in and around Iowa City and Coralville 9 miles 
downstream of the Coralville Reservoir, Johnson County, Iowa. 

DESCRIPTION : The project consists of 13 sites along the Iowa River floodplain and Clear 
Creek. The purpose of this project is to restore and enhance wetland, riparian, and stream 
habitat along and adjacent to the Iowa River and Clear Creek. It will also restore a section of 
Clear Creek, which has been channelized. Restoring and enhancing this area will restore the 
historic infiltration that occurred in the native landscape thus improving water quality, reducing 
nanoff, and restoring groundwater hydrology to adjacent wetland communities. The project 
sponsors are the City of Iowa City, the City of Coralville, and the University of Iowa. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA FY 2010 

FEAS 1/ 

Estimated Federal Cost $ 652,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost $ 0 

Total Estimated Project Cost $ 652,000 

Allocation thru FY 2008 $ 540,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 $ 10,000 

Recovery Act Allocation to Date $ 0 

Allocation for FY 2010 $ 102,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 201 0 $ 0 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% N/A 


1/ Feasibility will be cost shared during Design & Implementation. 

FY2010 ACTIVITIES : Complete the draft project Feasibility Report. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : To be determined. 

OTHER INFORMATION : None. 

CONGRESSIONAL DISTRICT : House: Loebsack (IA-2); Senate: Grassley and Harkin (lA). 
DISTRICT: Rock Island 


1 February 2010 
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FACT SHEET 
CONSTRUCTION 

CONTINUING AUTHORITIES PROGRAM 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE : Environment 

PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Lake Killarney, Louisiana State Penitentiary, LA 

AUTHORIZATION : Section 206, WRDA 1996 (P.L. 104-303), as amended 

LOCATION : The study area is located on the grounds of the Louisiana State 
Penitentiary (LSP), approximateiy 3 miles northwest of Angola, LA, in West Feliciana 
Parish. 

DESCRIPTION : Lake Killarney Is an oxbow of the Mississippi River, iocated on the 
19,248 acre grounds of the LSP. The lake has silted in such that the fishery spawning 
grounds have been severely impacted and the water quality is poor, with shallow depths, 
high water temperatures, soft substrate and low dissolved oxygen levels. The purpose of 
the project is to restore the lake and resolve impacts that have negatively affected many 
forms of fish and wildlife in the area. 


FY 2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA Feasibility 
Estimated Federal Cost $1,077,000 
Estimated Non-Federal Cost $ 0 

Cash 
Other 

Total Estimated Cost $ 1,077,000 


Allocation thru (BY-2) FY 2008 
Allocation for (BY-1) FY 2009 
Allocation for FY 2010 
Balance to Complete after FY 2010 
Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 


$ 979,000 
$ 48,000 

$ 50,000 

$ 0 
N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Re-evaluate construction costs, Environmental Approval, and 
Feasibility Report Approval. 


EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : Feasibility in FY 2010 


OTHER INFORMATION : 2006 cost estimates are being re-evaluated to see if project is 
still viable and will fit under the CAP 206 limit. Termination or conversion to an 
Investigations program is a possibility if alternatives cannot be screened down. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Senators Landrieu and Vitter; (LA); Cazayoux (LA-6) 


DISTRICT: New Orleans 


1 February 2010 
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FACT SHEET 
CONSTRUCTION 

CONTINUING AUTHORITIES PROGRAM 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE: Environment 

PROJECT/STUDY NAME: Lower Cache River Basin Restoration, AR 
AUTHORIZATION: Section 1 1 35 of WRDA 1986, as amended 
LOCATION: The project is located in Monroe County, Arkansas. 

DESCRiPTiON: The project consists of restoring flows to six meanders, cut off by flood control 
work constructed during the 1970's, to increase fish and wildlife habitat within the area designated 
by the Ramsar Convention as "Wetlands of International Importance”. In a letter dated 1 1 
February 2004, Ducks Unlimited and Arkansas Game and Fish Commission requested that the 
Corps conduct a study for an environmental restoration project on the lower reach of the Cache 
River. Ducks Unlimited and Arkansas Game and Fish Commission are the non-Federai sponsors 
for this project. 


SUMMARIZED FiNANCIAL DATA: 


Estimated Federal Cost 
Estimated Non-Federal Cost 
Cash 
Other 

Total Estimated Cost 


FY2010 

Design & Implementation ^ 
$ 5,000,000 
$ 5,621,000 ^ 
(TBD) 
(TBD) 

$ 10,621,000 


Allocations thru FY 2008 $ 754,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 50,000 

Recovery Act Allocations to Date 0 

Allocation for FY 201 0 1 ,575,000 

Balance to Complete After FY 2010 $ 2,621 ,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio at 7% N/A 


^Non-Federal share of feasibility costs are 25% and are included in the construction phase. 
- Non-Federal sponsor responsible for cost in excess of the $5M Federal limit. 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES: FY 2009 carryover funds are being used to complete the feasibility study. 
FY 2010 funds are being used to negotiate and execute the Project Partnership Agreement and 
initiate design activities. 


EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE: The feasibility study is scheduled for 
completion in May 2010. The scheduled completion date of the Design and Implementation 
phase is undetermined. 


OTHER INFORMATION: None. 


CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST: House: Berry (AR-1 ); Senate: Lincoln and Pryor (AR). 
DISTRICT: Memphis 


1 February 2010 
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FACT SHEET 
CONSTRUCTION 

CONTINUING AUTHORITIES PROGRAM 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE : Environment 

PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Morganza Fore-bay Restoration, Louisiana 

AUTHORIZATION : Section 1 1 35 of the Water Resources Development Act 1 986, as 
amended 

LOCATION : The project is located in Morganza, Louisiana, Pointe Coupee Parish, in 
the Morganza Floodway, adjacent to the existing Morganza Control Structure. 

DESCRIPTION : The project purpose is to minimize flooding in the forebay area of the 
Morganza Flood Control Structure. When flooded, the water that is impounded destroys 
the forested lands and stresses thousands of acres of bottomland hardwoods in the 
Morganza floodway. The forebay area is flooded once every 4 to 5 years, on average. 

FY2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA Feasibility 


Estimated Federal Cost $ 615,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost $ 0 

Cash 
Other 

Total Estimated Cost $ 615,000 

Allocation thru FY 2008 $ 10,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 $ 1 75,000 

Recovery Act Allocations To Date 0 

Allocation for FY 20 1 0 $ 4 1 5,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 $ 15,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Continue feasibility study; conduct Alternative Formulation 
Briefing (AFB). 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : To be determined. 
OTHER INFORMATION : None. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Senate; Landrieu and Vitter LA; House: Alexander 
(LA-5) 

DISTRICT: New Orleans 


1 February 2010 
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FACT SHEET 
CONSTRUCTION 

CONTINUING AUTHORITIES PROGRAM 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE : Environment 

PROJECT NAME : Painter Creek, Minnesota 

AUTHORIZATION : Section 206 of WRDA 1996, as amended. 

LOCATION : The Painter Creek basin Is located in the western suburbs of the Minneapolis, MN 
metropolitan area in the headwaters of Minnehaha Creek. Minnehaha Creek begins at Lake 
Minnetonka and drains into the Mississippi River near Lock and Dam No. 1 . 

DESCRIPTION : Painter Creek was straightened, and many of the adjacent wetlands were 
drained for agricultural uses, in the early 1900s. The project will Preserve, enhance and restore 
the connective ecosystems corridors leading to Lake Minnetonka; Preserve, protect, and restore 
the natural habitat, appearance, and function of riparian/shoreline/ wetland ecosystems 
throughout the basin; Improve the chemical and physical quality of surface water in the creek and 
subsequently in Halsted Bay (Lake Minnetonka). 



FY2010 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 

Desion & 
Imolementation 

1/ 

Estimated Federal Cost 

$ 3,950,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 

2,100,000 


Cash 

(0) 


Other 

(2,100,000) 

1/ 

Total Estimated Cost 

$ 6,050,000 

Allocations thru FY 2008 

$ 361,000 

1/ 

Allocation for FY 2009 

$ 40,000 


Recovery Act Allocations to Date 

0 


Allocation for FY 2010 

$319,000 


Balance to Complete after FY 2010 

$ 3,210,000 


Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 

NA 


^ Includes feasibility phase costs that 

are cost-shared at construction. 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES: Initiate Desion 
Agreement. 

& Implementation phase, execute Project Partnership 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE: Undetermined. 



OTHER INFORMATION: None 


CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : House: Paulsen (MN-3) and Ellison (MN-5); Senate: Klobuchar 
and Franken (MN) 

DISTRICT: St. Paul 


1 February 2010 
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FACT SHEET 
CONSTRUCTION 

CONTINUING AUTHORITIES PROGRAM 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE : Environment 

PROJECT NAME : Ruffy Brook, Clearwater River, Minnesota 
AUTHORIZATION : Section 1135 of WRDA 1986, as amended. 

LOCATION : Ruffy Brook, a tributary to the Cleanwater River, is in Clearwater County, Minnesota, 
225 miles northwest of Minneapolis, Minnesota 

DESCRIPTION : Ruffy Brook joins the river about 1 mile from the upstream end of a 47.3-mile- 
long Clearwater River channelization project constructed by the Corps of Engineers in several 
stages from 1948 to 1958. That project improved the river’s hydraulic efficiency, which benefits 
agricultural interests by reducing flood damages. However, the project has caused headcutting 
and bank erosion that has progressed up Ruffy Brook, severely degrading aquatic and riparian 
habitats. Similar effects are occurring in the Clearwater River itself upstream of the project. The 
preliminary restoration plan evaluated one potential solution - restoration of the brook's floodplain 
and riparian corridor by realigning a rice paddy dike that obstructs the brook’s floodplain and 
installing a series of grade and bank stabilization structures. In addition, grade control structures 
would be placed in the river near its confluence with the brook. The feasibility study will consider 
additional, more comprehensive solutions, such as restoring a functional floodway along a 
significant reach of the Clearwater River by remeandering the channel within setback levees. 


FY 2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA Feasibility 

Estimated Federal Cost $ 167,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 0 

Cash ( 0) 

Other ( 0) 

Total Estimated Cost $ 167,000 

Allocations thru FY 2008 $ 19,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 $ 103,000 

Recovery Act Allocations to Date 0 

Allocation for FY 2010 $ 30,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 $ 15,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% NA 


- Feasibility phase costs that are cost-shared at construction. 

FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Complete Federal Interest Determination. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : Undetermined. 

OTHER INFORMATION : None 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : House: Peterson (MN-7); Senate: Klobuchar and Franken (MN) 
DISTRICT: St. Paul 


1 February 2010 
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FACT SHEET 
CONSTRUCTION 

CONTINUING AUTHORITIES PROGRAM 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE : Environment 

PROJECT NAME : Sand Hill River, Minnesota 

AUTHORIZATION : Section 1135ofWRDA 1986, as amended. 

LOCATION : The 484-square-mile Sand Hill River subbasin is a tributary of the Red River of the 
North in northwtestern Minnesota. 

DESCRIPTION : In the mid-1 950s, the Corps of Engineers enlarged an existing State ditch and 
channelized the upstream and downstream portions of the Sand Hill River connecting to the State 
ditch. Overall, more than 18 miles of the Sand Hill River was straightened or abandoned for the 
dual purposes of flood control and improving agricultural drainage. Four drop structures were 
installed to stabilize the channel grade. The more than 6-foot fall at each drop structure is 
impassible for fish. In addition, some of the road crossings include culverts that impede fish 
migration. The proposed restoration plan includes (1) flatly sloped rock rapids installed below 
each drop structure, (2) vortex rock weirs downstream of the Texas crossing and West Mill Road 
crossing to pond and slow flows for fish movement, and (3) nine vortex rock weirs within the old 
project reach to restore riffle and pool type habitat. 


FY 2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA Feasibility 

Estimated Federal Cost $ 1 86,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 0 

Cash ( 0) 

Other ( 0) 

Total Estimated Cost $ 186,000 

Allocations thru FY 2008 $ 14,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 $ 142,000 

Recovery Act Allocations to Date 0 

Allocation for FY 2010 $ 30,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 $0 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% NA 


- Feasibility phase costs that are cost-shared at construction. 

FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Complete Federal Interest Determination, 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : Undetermined, 

OTHER INFORMATION : None 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : House: Peterson (MN-7): Senate: Klobuchar and Franken (MN) 
DISTRICT: St. Paul 
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FACT SHEET 
CONSTRUCTION 

CONTINUING AUTHORITIES PROGRAM 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE: Environment 

PROJECT NAME: Spunky Bottoms Ecosystem Restoration, Brown County, Illinois 

AUTHORIZATION: Sec 5, FCA 1936; Section 1135, WRDA 1986; Sec 3064, WRDA 2007. 

LOCATION: Spunky Bottoms, located in the Little Creek Drainage District, is situated along the right 
descending bank of the Illinois River north of Meredosla, Illinois, and below the LaGrange Lock and Dam. 


DESCRIPTION: This project will provide habitat restoration along the Illinois River by reconnecting the 
river with the backwater lakes and wetlands that once existed along the river. Possible project features 
include a fish passage structure through the Federal levee, mouth of tributary sediment traps, removal of 
the existing pumps and pump stations, pumping capability for a landowner to the south of the project, 
raising a township road, a low-profile berm, and restoration plantings. 

FY2010 



FY2010 

DESIGN AND 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA: FEASIBILITY 1/ 

IMPLEMENTATION 

Estimated Federal Cost 

$ 655,000 

$ 6,845,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 

0 

2,500,000 

Cash 

(0) 

(0) 

Other 

(0) 

(2,500,000) 

Total Estimated Project Cost 

$ 655,000 

$ 9,345,000 

Allocation thru FY 2008 

580,000 

15,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 

25,000 

0 

Recovery Act Allocations to Date 

0 

0 

Allocation for FY 2010 

50,000 

0 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 

0 

6,830,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 

1/ Feasibility will be cost shared In Dl. 

N/A 

N/A 

FY 2010 ACTIVITIES: Funds are beina used to comolete and submit the draft Ecosvstem Restoration 
Report (ERR). 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE: To be determined. 


OTHER INFORMATION: The draft feasibility was completed but further work was suspended because 
the project was determined to be Ineligible for Section 1135 authority. Inclusion of restoration as a project 
purpose (which would allow work under Section 1 135 authority) was authorized by WRDA 2007. The 
Federal limit for Section 1135 cost sharing for this project was increased to $7,500,000 by WRDA 2007. 
WRDA 2007 also provided for $500,000 for post-construction monitoring and provided for the eligibility of 
the levee to remain in the PL 84-99 program. Progress on the draft ERR has been delayed due to 
reformulation to reduce project cost, delaying completion of draft feasibility to FY 2010. In accordance 
with the FY 2006 Energy and Water Development Appropriations Act, the following cost-sharing 
procedures are now in effect: During the design and implementation phase, we will execute the Project 
Partnership Agreement early in the design effort with cost-sharing applied in accordance with the 
authorizing language. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST: House: Schock (IL-18), Senate: Durbin and Burris (IL) 

DISTRICT: St. Louis 


1 February 2010 
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FACT SHEET 
CONSTRUCTION 

CONTINUING AUTHORITIES PROGRAM 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE : Environment 

PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Zemurray Park Ecosystem Restoration, LA 

AUTHORIZATION : Section 206, WRDA 1996 (P.L. 104-303), as amended 

LOCATION : Zemurray Park comprises an area of approximately 40 acres within the city 
of Hammond, Louisiana. The park is situated in a residential area adjacent to the central 
business district and is maintained by the City of Hammond. 

DESCRIPTION : The small lake receives inflow of water from treated (potable) city water 
and surface runoff from the surrounding roads, ball fields and other areas. There are 
two “fountains" which help provide circulation and aeration within the lake. The lake is in 
a degraded condition. 


FY2011 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA Feasibility 

Estimated Federal Cost $ 350,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost $ 0 

Cash 
Other 

Total Estimated Cost $ 350,000 

Allocation thru FY 2008 $ 10,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 $ 21 0,000 

Allocation for FY 2010 $ 130,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 $ 0 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Preliminary and final detailed draft reports/environmental 
assessments to be completed. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : To be determined. 

OTHER INFORMATION : Topographical maps provided by local sponsor (City of 
Hammond) were received later than expected, resulting in scheduling delays. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Senate: Landrieu and Vitter, LA; House: Scalise 
(LA-1) 

DISTRICT: New Orleans 


1 February 2010 
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WATER SUPPLY 


1 February 2010 
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INVESTIGATIONS 


1 February 2010 
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FACT SHEET 
INVESTIGATIONS 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE : Water Supply 

PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Cross Lake, LA, Water Supply Improvements 
AUTHORIZATION : HR, Docket 2648, 26 July 2000 
LOCATION : Cross Lake is located northwest of Shreveport, LA. 

DESCRIPTION : Cross Lake has served as a municipal and industrial (M&l) water supply source 
for the city of Shreveport since the t920s. The lake is atx3ut 14 square miles in surface area. 

The watershed draining into the lake consists of about 260 square miles. The holding capacity of 
the already shallow lake (8.5 feet) is decreasing due to siltation, contributing to increasing 
difficulty in managing it as a water supply source. The feasibility study is evaluating options 
including additional pumping capacity on Cross Lake at lower elevations as well as new pumping 
stations and water treatment facilities on the Red River. 


FY 2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA Study 

Estimated Federal Cost 1,190,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 1 ,000,000 

Cash (452,000) 

Other (548,000) 

Total Estimated Cost 2,190,000 

Allocations thru FY 2008 587,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 229,000 

Recovery Act Allocations to Date 0 

Allocation for FY 2010 90,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 284,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio at 7% N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Funds are being used to continue feasibility phase. TheFCSAwas 
executed In August 2006. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : undetermined. 

OTHER INFORMATION : Recently developed data suggest that the siltation rate of the lake 
ranges from 0.33 inch to almost 1 inch per year. As the holding capacity of the lake decreases 
and the city population continues to grow, the lake becomes more difficult to manage as a 
municipal and industrial (M&l) water supply reservoir. Also, access to the lake by neighboring 
homeowners becomes increasingly difficult as the shallow areas near the shore recede due to 
siltation. The study has been expanded to include both Caddo and Bossier Parishes at their 
request. The sponsor is the city of Shreveport. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Senate: Vitter and Landrieu (LA); House; Fleming (LA-04). 
DISTRICT : Vicksburg 
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RECREATION 


1 February 2010 


MVD-84 


54862B 


03/19/2010 



2798 


CONSTRUCTION 
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FACT SHEET 
CONSTRUCTION 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE: Recreation 

PROJECT NAME: Des Moines Recreational River and Greenbelt, lA 

AUTHORIZATION: Sec 203, FCA 58; SAA 85, Chapter IV; Sec 1 1 1 , WRDA 76; Sec 1 02, PL 99-500; 
Sec 604, WRDA 86; Sec 122, E&WDAA 03; Sec 3068 WRDA 2007; Sec 14221 of the Flood, 
Conservation and Energy Act of 2008; Sec 115, E&WDAA 10. 

LOCATION: The authorized project is for development and operations and maintenance of 
recreational and greenbelt amenities along the Des Moines & Raccoon Rivers beginning at Ft. 
Dodge, Iowa, to 50 miles southeast of Des Moines, Iowa. The project boundary includes Saylorville 
Reservoir and Lake Red Rock, as well as portions of the Cities of Des Moines, Ft. Dodge, Webster 
City, Boone, West Des Moines, Knoxville, & Pella. 

DESCRIPTION: The Des Moines Recreational River and Greenbelt (Greenbelt) is being 
implemented in coordination with an Advisory Committee consisting of 47 local, state, and Federal 
officials. Since the project was authorized for construction in 1985, 14 projects have been completed. 
Five projects in three locations have been Identified by the Advisory Committee as priority projects 
for implementation: Fort Dodge Riverfront and Trails, Des Moines Riverwalk, Des Moines Downtown 
Amphitheater Modifications, Marion County Cordova Center at Lake Red Rock, and Red Rock Trail 
4B. Work on these projects has been underway since 2003, and the Des Moines Amphitheater 
modifications are complete. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 
Estimated Federal Cost 
Estimated Non-Federal Cost 
Cash 
Other 

Total Estimated Cost 


FY2010 

Construction 

$83,750,000 

43,066,000 

(33,066,000) 

( 10 , 000 , 000 ) 

$126,816,000 


Allocations thru FY 2008 $29, 1 30,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 3,828,000 

Recovery Act Allocations To Date 0 

Allocation for FY 2010 0 

Balance to Complete after FY 201 0 50,792,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio Applicable rate ( %) N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES: Appropriated funds will be used to continue coordination with the Greenbelt 
Advisory Committee; to develop plans and specifications and execute a Project Partnership 
Agreement (PPA) for the Des Moines Riverwalk; to complete draft Engineering Documentation 
Report (EDR) for Fort Dodge Riverfront Development and Trails; and to complete planning and finish 
the EDR for Cordova Center at Lake Red Rock. 


EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE: To be determined. 

OTHER INFORMATION: The Greenbelt projects at Des Moines and Fort Dodge require a 50% 
local cost share. Following execution of cost sharing agreements, planning, design and construction 
work performed by the sponsor, or others on behalf of the sponsor, may be credited up to $1 0 million 
towards the sponsor’s share of the cost of Greenbelt projects in accordance with the 2010 E&WDAA. 
A benefit-cost analysis is prepared for each recreation project. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST: House: Boswell (IA-3), Latham (IA-4); Sen: Grassley & Harkin (lA). 
DISTRICT: Rock Island 
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ENVIRONMENTAL 

INFRASTRUCTURE 
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CONSTRUCTION 
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FACT SHEET 
CONSTRUCTION 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS LINE: Environmental Infrastructure 

PROJECT NAME: DeSoto County, Mississippi 

AUTHORIZATION: Sec 219, WRDA 92; Sec 502, WRDA 99; Sec 108, CAA 01; Section 6006, 
Emergency Supplemental Appropriations Act for Defense, the Global War on Terror, and 
Tsunami Relief, 2005; Section 123, FY 2006 Energy & Water Development Act; 2008, Section 
501, To amend the Safe, Accountable, Flexible, Efficient Transportation Equity Act: A Legacy for 
Users to make technicai corrections, and for other purposes. 

LOCATION: DeSoto County is located in north Mississippi, just south of Memphis, TN. 

DESCRiPTiON: The county's rapid growth necessitates expansion of existing sewer systems 
and the deveiopment of new systems into one unified countywide system. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCiAL DATA: 
Estimated Federal Cost 
Estimated Non-Federal Cost 
Cash 
Other 

Total Estimated Cost 


FY 2010 
Construction 
$ 75,000,00 

$ 60,000,000 
(TBD) 
(TBD) 
$ 135,000,000 


Allocations thm 2008 $ 50,140,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 4,860,000 

Recovery Act Allocations to Date 0 

Allocation for FY 2010 8,000,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 $ 12,000,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio at 7% N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES: Reimbursements will continue to the local sponsor utilizing FY 2009 
carryover funds ($19,032,000) and funds provided in the FY 2010 Appropriations ($8,000,000). 
Reimbursements will be made for the 75% Federal share of multiple contracts awarded by the 
sponsor in FY 2009 having a cumulative value of $9,500,000 and on contracts to be awarded in 
FY 2010 having an estimated value of $13,200,000, Funds will also be used as reimbursements 
for the local interest to develop plans and specifications for future items of work ($1 ,200,000); to 
acquire necessary rights-of- way ($200,000); and for administrative costs ($100,000). 


EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE: Undetermined, 


OTHER INFORMATION: The cost-sharing sponsor is DeSoto County Regional Utility Authority. 
Section 123 of Public Law 109-10 allows non-Federal sponsor to make contract awards, with the 
Corps having oversight responsibility. Federal share of costs is provided in the form of a 
reimbursement after projects costs are incurred and approved. Balance to Complete is 
determined by Authorization Limit of $75,000,000, 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST: House: Childers (MS-1). Senate: Cochran and Wicker (MS). 


DISTRICT: Memphis 


1 February 2010 
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FACT SHEET 
CONSTRUCTION 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE : Environmental Infrastructure 

PROJECT NAME : East Baton Rouge Parish Environmental Infrastructure, LA 

AUTHORIZATION : PL 102-580, Se c 219, WR DA 92; PL 106-53, Sec 502, WRDA 99; 
PL 106-544, Sec 108, CAA of 2001, and PL 110-114, Section 5080, WRDA 2007 


LOCATION : Elements of the project are locat ed in southeast Louisia na in Ascension , 
East Baton Rouge and Livingston Parishes. 

DESCRIPTION : The project purpose is to assist in planning, design, and construction of 
water supply and wastewater treatment infrastructure facilities within each parish. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 
Estimated Federal Cost $ 
Estimated Non-Federai Cost 
Cash 
Other 

Total Estimated Cost $ 


FY 2010 
Construction 
35,000,000 
11,600,000 
11,600,000 
0 

46,600,000 


Allocation thru FY 2008 $ 5,112,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 0 

Recovery Act Allocations To Date 675,000 

Allocation for FY 201 0 920,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 $ 28,293,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Funds provided are b eing used in accordan ce with Sec. 219 
authority to continue engineering, design and construction efforts as requested by local 
sponsor in accordance with the Parish se wer correction action program includin g 
improvements at sever al regional sewerage treatment plants and rehabilitat ion of 
various collection syste m deficiencies: to award a constru ction contra ct for the sewer 
force main in Baton Rouge Parish in March 20 10; and to assist in the design of sewer 
system modifications in the city of Denham Springs, Livingston Parish, LA. 


EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETiON FY FOR PHASE: TBD 


OTHER INFORMATION: None 


CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Landrieu and Vitter; Cassidy LA-6; Melancon LA-3 
DISTRICT: New Orleans 


1 February 2010 
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FACT SHEET 
CONSTRUCTION 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS LINE : Environmental Infrastructure 

PROJECT NAME : Madison and St. Clair Counties, Illinois 

AUTHORIZATION : Sec 21 9(f)(55), WRDA 92 as amended by Sec108(d)(55), CAA 01. 

LOCATION : The project authority covers communities in Madison and St. Clair 
Counties, Illinois including East St. Louis, Belleville, Eagle Park, Glen Carbon and 
Maryville. 

DESCRIPTION : The project consists of separating out combined sanitary and storm 
water sewers to improve water quality and reduce sewer backups into homes and 
replacing undersized and broken sanitary sewer lines. 


FY 2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA Construction 

Estimated Federal Cost $10,000,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 3,300,000 

Cash (3,300,000) 

Other (0) 

Total Estimated Cost $13,300,000 

Allocation thru FY 2008 4,844,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 335,000 

Recovery Act Allocations to Date 3,584,000 

Allocation for FY 201 0 1 65,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 201 0 1 ,072,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Complete design on the Glen Carbon project, pending availability 
of sponsor cost-share. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : To be determined. 

OTHER INFORMATION : The Federal limit needs to be increased. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST: House: Costelio (IL-12) and Shimkus (IL-19); Senate: 
Durbin and Burris (IL). 

DISTRICT: St. Louis 


1 February 2010 
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FACT SHEET 
CONSTRUCTION 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE: Environnnental Infrastructure 
PROJECT NAME: Mississippi (Section 592) 

AUTHORIZATION: Sec 592, WRDA 99; Sec 120, E&WDAA 2004; Sec 101, CAA 2005; Sec 
5097, WRDA 07; Sec 110, E&WDAA 2010. 


LOCATION: The Mississippi (Section 592) project provides cost-shared environnnental 
infrastructure assistance to communities throughout the State of Mississippi. 

DESCRIPTION: Project includes design and construction assistance for wastewater treatment 
and related facilities, combined sewer overflows, water supply and storage and related facilities, 
environmental restoration, and surface water resource protection and development. 


FY 2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA Construction 

Estimated Federal Cost $200,000,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 66,667,000 

Cash (0) 

Other (66,667,000) 

Total Estimated Cost $266,667,000 


Allocation thru FY 2008 
Allocation for FY 2009 
Recovery Act Allocations to Date 
Allocation for FY 2010 
Balance to Complete after FY 2010 
Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% ( %) 


$ 60,407,000 
18,000,000 

31.599.000 
10 , 000,000 

79.994.000 
N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES: Funds are being used to continue ongoing design and construction of 21 
ongoing projects. Ten Project Partnership Agreements (PPAs) will be executed in FY 2010. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE: undetermined. 


OTHER INFORMATION: Update of water/sewer systems and development of potable water is 
important for public health and welfare. The amount authorized by the E&WDAA 2010 to be 
appropriated pursuant to Section 592 currently is $200,000,000 and is the maximum Federal 
participation. No projects will be proposed for work in excess of the $200,000,000 Federal limit. 
Available program funds will be allocated among existing project elements to support ongoing 
design and constnjction and to initiate ten new projects. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST: House: Childers (MS-1), Thompson (MS-2), Harper (MS-3), 
Taylor (MS-4); Senate: Wicker and Cochran (MS). 

DISTRICT: Vicksburg 
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FACT SHEET 
CONSTRUCTION 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS LINE : Environmental Infrastructure 

PROJECT NAME : North Dakota Environmental Infrastructure Assistance, North Dakota 

AUTHORIZATION : Sec 594, 1999 WRDA; Section 111 of Division C, Title I, CAA 2008 

LOCATION : The North Dakota Environmental Infrastructure Assistance area includes the entire 
state of North Dakota. 

DESCRIPTION : The program provides assistance to North Dakota public entities in the form of 
design, construction, and reconstruction assistance for water-related environmental infrastructure 
and resource protection and development projects in North Dakota, including projects for 
wastewater treatment and related facilities, water supply and related facilities, environmental 
restoration, and surface water resource protection and development. Initial program emphasis 
was to address the critical emergency water supply needs of the City of Devils Lake. 

Subsequent emphasis has been on improving water quality and water supply for various rural 
water districts within the state. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 

FY 2010 
Construction 

Estimated Federal Cost 

$ 100,000,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 

33,300,000 

Cash 

(varies by 

Other 

project) 
(varies by 

Total Estimated Cost 

project) 
$ 133,300,000 

Allocations thru FY 2008 

$ 5,904,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 

10,000,000 

Recovery Act Allocations to Date 

18,300.000 

Allocation for FY 2010 

15,000,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 

$ 50,796,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 

N/A 


" Includes $1 ,600 for St. Paul District and $8,400 for Omaha District. 

^ Includes $7,050 for St. Paul District and $11,250 for Omaha District. 

^ Includes $10,330 for St. Paul District and $4,670 for Omaha District. 

FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Funds will be used to assist seven rural water districts with design and 
construction of water supply facilities and related infrastructure within the state of North Dakota. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : Undetermined. 

OTHER INFORMATION : None. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : House: Pomeroy (ND-AL). Senate: Conrad and Dorgan (ND) 
DISTRICT: St. Paul / Omaha 
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FACT SHEET 
CONSTRUCTION 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS LINE : Environmental Infrastructure 

PROJECT NAME : Northeastern Minnesota, Minnesota 

AUTHORIZATION : Section 569, WRDA 1999; Section 5095, WRDA 2007 

LOCATION : The area considered for assistance includes the Minnesota counties of Cook, Lake, 
St. Louis, Koochiching, Itasca, Cass, Crow Wing, Aitkin, Carlton, Pine, Kanabec, Mille Lacs, 
Morrison, Beltrami, Hubbard, Wadena, Isanti, and Chisago. 

DESCRIPTION : Section 569 provides the Corps of Engineers the authority to assist public 
entities in the 18-county area with water-related infrastructure projects. Work under Section 569 
may be in the form of design and construction assistance for water-related environmental 
infrastructure and resource protection and development projects in northeastern Minnesota, 
including projects for wastewater treatment and related facilities, water supply and related 
facilities, environmental restoration, and surface water resource protection and development. 



FY2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 

Construction 

Estimated Federal Cost 

$ 54,000,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 

18,000,000 

Cash 

(varies by project) 

Other 

(varies by project) 

Total Estimated Cost 

$ 72,000,000 

Allocations thm FY 2008 

$ 14,600,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 

1,914,000 

Recovery Act Allocations to Date 

10,708,000 

Allocations for FY 2010 

969,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 

$ 25,809,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 

N/A 


''includes 50 for St. Paul District and 51,914,000 for Detroit District, 
^'includes 56,897,000 for St. Paul District and 53,811,000 for Detroit District, 
^'includes 5832,000 for St. Paul District and $137,000 for Detroit District. 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Detroit District will pursue one project in FY 10 with Midway Township/ 
Proctor. St. Paul District will pursue new projects with Tower and Riverton. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : Undetermined. 

OTHER INFORMATION : None. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : House: Oberstar (MN-8); Sen: Klobucharand Franken (MN). 
DISTRICT: St. Paul / Detroit 
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FACT SHEET 
CONSTRUCTION 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS LINE : Environmental Infrastnjcture 

PROJECT NAME : Northern Wisconsin Environmental Assistance, Wisconsin 

AUTHORIZATION : Section 154, CAA of 2001; Section 119, CAA 2005; Section 106, E&WD 
Appropriations Act of 201 0. 

LOCATION : The Northern Wisconsin Environmental Infrastructure Assistance area includes the 
counties of Ashland, Bayfield, Douglas, and Iron. The program area includes a significant area of 
the shoreline of Lake Superior and the Upper Mississippi River watersheds. 

DESCRIPTION : The program provides assistance to northern Wisconsin public entities in the 
“form of design and reconstruction assistance for water-related environmental infrastructure and 
resource protection and development projects in northern Wisconsin, including projects for 
navigation and inland harbor improvement and expansion, wastewater treatment and related 
facilities, water supply and related facilities, environmental restoration, and surface water 
resource protection and development.” 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 

FY 2010 
Construction 

Estimated Federal Cost 

$ 60,000,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 

20,000,000 

Cash 

(varies by project) 

Other 

(varies by project) 

Total Estimated Cost 

$ 80,000,000 

Allocations thai FY 2008 

S 33,130,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 

5,560,000 

Recovery Act Allocations to Date 

1,310,000 

Allocation for FY 2010 

4,000,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 

$ 16,000,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 

N/A 


'' Detroit District 
^ St. Paul District 

^ Includes $1 ,000 for St. Paul District and $3,000 for Detroit District. 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : The Energy and Water Development Appropriations Act of 2010 
increased the authorization of appropriations from $40M to $60M. The funds appropriated in that 
Act will be used to pursue new infrastructure projects in the St. Paul and Detroit Districts. A 
project selection meeting is scheduled in December 2009 to choose specific projects for 
implementation. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : Undetermined. 

OTHER INFORMATION . None. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : House: Obey (WI-7): Senate: Feingold and Kohl (Wl). 
DISTRICT: St. Paul / Detroit 


1 February 2010 
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STORM DAMAGE 
REDUCTION 
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FACT SHEET 

MISSISSIPPI RIVER AND TRIBUTARIES, INVESTIGATIONS 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS PROGRAM : Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 
PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Big Sunflower River Watershed Study, MS (Quiver River, MS) 
AUTHORIZATION : SR, 29 June 1973. 

LOCATION : The Big Sunflower River Watershed is part of the Yazoo River Basin in northwest 
Mississippi. 

DESCRIPTION : The study will identify options for improving water quality while addressing other 
needs in order to prevent the loss of current Industry and to create a situation where additional 
development could be accommodated without adversely impacting fish and wildlife habitat. 

FY 2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA Study 


Estimated Federal Cost $400,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 0 

Cash (0) 

Other (0) 

Total Estimated Cost 400,000 

Allocation thru FY 2008 0 

Allocation for FY 2009 240,000 

Recovery Act Allocations to Date 0 

Allocation for FY 2010 155,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 5,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio at 7% ( %) N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Funds are being used to continue reconnaissance studies for the purpose 
of identifying measures to solve the water resources and related problems of the Big Sunflower 
River Watershed. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : FY2011. 

OTHER INFORMATION : The Yazoo-Mississippi Delta (YMD) Joint Water Management District 
has expressed interest in multipurpose studies of this watershed to address concerns including 
water quality (the Quiver River and other streams are on the Environmental Protection Agency’s 
303(d) list of impaired waterways), flooding, base flow sustainability, fish and wildlife habitat 
degradation, and agricultural water supply. Water quality concerns are impacting development in 
this economically depressed region. Industries are currently facing massive costs for treatment of 
discharges and/or fines due to the condition of the streams into which they discharge. This 
watershed has high priority with the Mississippi Department of Environmental Quality in light of 
the water quality situation based on total maximum daily toads (TMDL). 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Senate: Cochran and Wicker (MS); House; Thompson (MS-02) 

DISTRICT : Vicksburg 
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FACT SHEET 

MISSISSIPPI RIVER AND TRIBUTARIES, INVESTIGATIONS 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS LINE : Flood & Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 
STUDY NAME : Donaldsonville to the Gulf of Mexico. LA 
AUTHORIZATION : HR 15 May 98, Docket 2554 

LOCATION : The study area is located in southeast Louisiana between Bayou Lafourche 
and the Mississippi River, from Donaldsonville to the Gulf of Mexico. 


DESCRIPTION : The expected study outcome will be to reduce the risk of flooding from 
rain, tidal surges, and hurricanes, prevent agricultural and structural damages, and 
restore environmentally stressed habitat. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA FY2010 

FEASIBILITY 

Estimated Federal Cost $ 6,354,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost $5,000,000 

Cash 0 

Other 0 

Total Estimated Project Cost $11,354,000 


Allocation thru FY 2008 
Allocation for FY 2009 
Recovery Act Allocations to Date 
Allocation for FY 2010 
Balance to Complete After FY 2010 
Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% ( %) 


4.047.000 
0 

1.500.000 

386.000 

421.000 
0 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Ongoing work continues in the following disciplines: levee and 
structure designs, hydraulic analyses, economic analysis, and environmental analysis. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : 201 1 

OTHER INFORMATION : The economic analysis, engineering design, and real estate 
report are to be completed in the first quarter of FY 2010. The engineering appendix is 
to be completed in the second quarter of FY 2010. The Draft Environmental Impact 
Statement (EIS) is to be completed in August 2010. The Draft Feasibility Study is to be 
completed in March 201 1 , with the Chiefs report being sent to ASA in December 201 1 . 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Senate: Landrieu and Vitter (LA); House: Scalise (LA- 
1), Cao (LA-2), Melancon (l-A-3), and Cassidy (LA-6). 

DISTRICT : New Orleans 
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FACT SHEET 

MISSISSIPPI RIVER AND TRIBUTARIES, INVESTIGATIONS 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS PROGFtAM : Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 
PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Southeast Arkansas, AR 

AUTHORIZATION : Resolution of the Senate Committee on Environment and Public Works 
adopted 23 June 1988. 

LOCATION : The project area includes the Boeuf-Tensas and Bayou Bartholomew Basins of 
southeast Arkansas. Counties included are Jefferson, Lincoln, Drew, Ashley, Chicot, and Desha. 

DESCRIPTION : The study will address current flooding, ecosystem restoration and water supply 
problems and needs. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 
Estimated Federal Cost 
Estimated Non-Federal Cost 
Cash 
Other 

Total Estimated Cost 

Allocations thru FY 2008 
Allocation for FY 2009 
Recovery Act Allocations to Date 
Allocation for FY 2010 
Balance to Complete after FY 2010 
Benefit to Cost Ratio at 7% ( %) 

FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Funds are being used to continue cost-shared feasibility studies, including 
the development of a feasibility report and a watershed management plan, develop project 
alternatives to address problems throughout the watershed related to flood control, agricultural 
water supply, and environmental degradation 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : To be determined. 

OTHER INFORMATION : Flooding between November 1982 and January 1983 caused damages 
in excess of $47 million to approximately 1,170,000 acres of primarily agricultural lands in the 
Boeuf-Tensas Basin. In addition, approximately 101,000 people live in the 100-year flood plain. 
Significant ecosystem restoration opportunities have been identified since completion of the 
reconnaissance report. Extensive multipurpose water use has induced ground-water declines 
and salt water Intrusion in the area. Flood damage reduction and ecosystem restoration are in 
the Federal Interest and justify continuation of this important effort. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : House: Ross (AR-04) and Berry (AR-01); Senate: Lincoln and 
Pryor (AR). 

DISTRICT : Vicksburg 


FY2010 

Study 

$5,153,000 

4.582.000 
(4,295,000) 

(287,000) 

9.735.000 

4.290.000 

250.000 
0 

290.000 

323.000 
N/A 
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CONSTRUCTION 
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FACT SHEET 

MISSISSIPPI RIVER AND TRIBUTARIES. CONSTRUCTION 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS LINE: Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 

PROJECT/STUDY NAME: St. Francis Basin and Tributaries, Arkansas & Missouri 

AUTHORIZATION: FCA's 1928 (Sec 10); 1936 (Sec4 & 8a); 1938 (Sec 2); 1941 (Sec 
3e); 1944 (Sec 3); 1946 (Sec 3 and Sec lOq); 1950 (Sec 204); 1958 (Sec 203); 1965 
(Sec 204); 1968 (Sec 203); WRDA 1974 (Sec 42); Omnibus 2001 (Sec 104), PL 106- 
554 

LOCATION: The project is in southeastern Missouri and northeastern Arkansas 

DESCRIPTION: The project provides for protection against headwater floods and 
backwater flooding of the Mississippi River by means of a detention reservoir at 
Wappapello Lake, MO, improvements to the St. Francis and Little Rivers and their 
tributaries, levee construction, pumping plants, a siphon, water ievel control structures 
and a floodgate. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA: 
Estimated Federal Cost 
Estimated Non-Federal Cost 
Cash 
Other 

Total Estimated Cost 


FY 2010 
Construction 
$ 475,780,000 
1,978,000 
(263,000) 
(1,715,000) 
$ 477,758,000 


Allocations thru 2008 
Allocation for FY 2009 
Recovery Act Allocations to Date 
Allocation for FY 2010 
Balance to Complete after FY 2010 
Benefit to Cost Ratio at 7% 


$415,768,000 

8.761.000 

4.560.000 

3.574.000 
$ 43,117,000 

1.3 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Funds are being used for relocations of highway bridges to allow 
for future channel improvements at Ten and Fifteen Mile Bayous in Arkansas. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE: To be determined. 

OTHER INFORMATION: None. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST: House: Berry AR-1, Emerson MO-8. Senate: Lincoln 
and Pryor (AR); Bond and McCaskill (MO) 

DISTRICT: Memphis 
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FACT SHEET 

FLOOD CONTROL, MISSISSIPPI RIVER AND TRIBUTARIES, CONSTRUCTION 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS LINE : Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 

PROJECT/STUDY NAME : St. Johns Bayou - New Madrid Floodway, Missouri 

AUTHORIZATION : Section 401 of WRDA of 1986 (PL 99-662) 

LOCATION : This project is located in bootheel of southeast Missouri. 

DESCRIPTION : This flood control project covers two drainage basins adjacent to the Mississippi 
River: the St. Johns Bayou Basin (450 sq. mi.) and the New Madrid Floodway (180 sq. mi ). The 
First Phase of the authorized project includes 24 mites of channel improvements, two pumping 
stations, all seasonal ponding easements, and appropriate mitigation features. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA: 

FY 2010 
Construction 

Estimated Federal Cost 

$ 57,400,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 

17,672,000 

Cash 

(3,843,000) 

Other 

(13,829,000) 

Total Estimated Project Cost 

$ 75,072,000 

Allocations thru 2008 

$ 19,368,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 

200,000 

Recovery Act Allocations to Date 

0 

Allocation for FY 2010 

200,000 

Balance to Complete 

$ 37,632,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 

1,4 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Funds are being used to continue additional analysis and preparation of 
NEPA documentation which includes independent external peer review and model certification. 
NEPA analysis incorporates four phases of Independent External Peer Review that occur at 
significant periods throughout the study. The first phase of Independent External Peer Review 
(reviewed past studies) was completed in October 2009. USAGE is preparing a work plan for the 
second phase of review. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE To be determined. 

OTHER INFORMATION : The St. Johns Levee and Drainage District is the cost-sharing sponsor. 
CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : House: Emerson (MO-8). Senate: Bond & McCaskill (MO) 
DISTRICT : Memphis 
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FACT SHEET 

MISSISSIPPI RIVER AND TRIBUTARIES, CONSTRUCTION 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS LINE: Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 

PROJECT/STUDY NAME: Yazoo Basin, Big Sunflower River, MS 

AUTHORIZATION: FCAs 1944 (Sec. 10); 1946 (Sec. 10); 1950 (Sec. 204); 1962 (Sec. 203); and 
1965 (Sec. 204) authorized the project for flood control on the Big Sunflower and Little Sunflower 
Rivers, Hushpuckena and Quiver Rivers and their tributaries, and on Hull Brake-Mill Creek Canal, 
Bogue Phalia, Ditchlow Bayou, Deer Creek, and Steele Bayou. 

LOCATION: The Steele Bayou Basin lies within the Delta region of west-central Mississippi. 

DESCRIPTION: The Steele Bayou Basin's 752-square-mile drainage area runs from north of 
Greenville to Its confluence with the Yazoo River just north of Vicksburg. The Big Sunflower 
River Basin has experienced flooding in recent years. The project provides flood protection and 
environmental enhancements for this region. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA FY2010 

Construction 

Estimated Federal Cost $127,800,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 523,000 

Cash (450,000) 

Other (73,000) 

Total Estimated Cost 128,323,000 

Allocation thru FY 2008 1 1 5,328,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 2,080,000 

Recovery Act Allocations to Date 7,278,000 

Allocation for FY 2010 3,091,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 23,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% ( %) 1.5 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Funds are being used to construct Item 66 B, Steele Bayou Channel 
Relocation, Phase I, and reforestation of mitigation lands. Congress added funds in FY 2007 for 
erosion and sediment reduction measures which are being used to continue construction of 
Phase II of such features, and continue index of biotic integrity environmental/water quality 
indicators. Funds are also being used to construct Item 66B, Steele Bayou Channel Relocation, 
Phase II. and bank stabilization Sediment Reduction Structures, Phase III. and award Sediment 
Reduction Structures. Phase IV. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE: To be determined. 

OTHER INFORMATION: None. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST: House: Thompson (MS-02); Senate: Cochran and Wicker (MS). 
DISTRICT: Vicksburg 
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FACT SHEET 

MISSISSIPPI RIVER AND TRIBUTARIES, CONSTRUCTION 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS LINE: Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 

PROJECT/STUDY NAME: Yazoo Basin, Delta Headwaters Project, MS 

AUTHORIZATION: Emergency Jobs Appropriations Act of 1982; WRDA 1986, Sec 
103e authorized a joint project to be undertaken with the Natural Resources 
Conservation Service and the Agricultural Research Service to provide erosion control 
work in watersheds of the Yazoo Basin hills. 

LOCATION: The project is located in the eastern (hill) section of the Yazoo River Basin, 
MS. 

DESCRIPTION: The project consists of 16 watersheds, ranging in size from 1 square 
mile (Town Creek) to over 600 square miles (Coldwater River), with features that include 
bank stabilization, grade control structures, floodwater-retarding structures, and channel 
modifications for flood damage reduction, bank stabilization and sedimentation/erosion 
control. 


FY 2010 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 

Construction 

Estimated Federal Cost 

$427,747,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 

0 

Cash 


Other 


Total Estimated Cost 

427,747,000 

Allocation thru FY 2008 

386,789,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 

18,545,000 

Recovery Act Allocations to Date 

0 

Allocation for FY 2010 

22,413,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 

0 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% ( %) 

1.0 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES: Funds are being used to complete 17 ongoing contracts, fully 
fund 14 contracts, and complete design on 17 items. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE: FY2010. 

OTHER INFORMATION: The project provides important flood damage reduction, 
environmental, water quality, and sediment reduction benefits in addition to economic 
stimulus benefits to the basin. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST: House: Thompson (MS-02): Senate: Cochran and 
Wicker (MS) 

DISTRICT: Vicksburg 
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FACT SHEET 

MISSISSIPPI RIVER AND TRIBUTARIES, CONSTRUCTION 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS LINE: Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 
PROJECT/STUDY NAME: Yazoo Basin, Main Stem, MS 

AUTHORIZATION: FCA’s 1936, Sec. 4 and 8a; 1941, Sec. 3b and 3g; and 1946, Sec. 
3, lOf, and lOq authorized the Yazoo Headwater Projects to provide protection to the 
Yazoo Basin against headwater floods. 

LOCATION: The Main Stem feature in the Yazoo Basin consists of new and enlarged 
levee improvements along the Yazoo, Tallahatchie, and Coldwater Rivers from Yazoo 
City to Prichard, MS; and channel clearing, cutoffs, and channel enlargement along the 
Yazoo, Tallahatchie, and Coldwater Rivers from Yazoo City to Arkabutia Lake. 

DESCRIPTION: The authorized work provides protection to adjacent areas against 
floods. The major remaining work includes raising deficient levees and closure of gaps 
in the Yazoo River levee system. This work is deferred until completion of the 
Mississippi River mainline and Yazoo Backwater levees. 


FY2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA Construction 

Estimated Federal Cost $250,500,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 1 1 ,000 

Cash (0) 

Other (11,000) 

Total Estimated Cost 250,51 1 ,000 

Allocation thru FY 2008 34,781 ,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 24,000 

Recovery Act Allocations to Date 0 

Allocation for FY 2010 24,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 215,671,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% ( %) 1 .3 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES: Funds are being used to continue monitoring Sheley Bridge bank 
stabilization. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE: To be determined. 

OTHER INFORMATION: Monitoring is directed by Supplemental Appropriations Act of 
1982. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST: House; Thompson (MS-2); Senate: Cochran and 
Wicker (MS). 

DISTRICT: Vicksburg 
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FACT SHEET 

MISSISSIPPI RIVER AND TRIBUTARIES, CONSTRUCTION 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS LINE: Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 
PROJECT/STUDY NAME: Yazoo Basin, Reformulation Unit, MS 

AUTHORIZATION: Flood Control Act of 1 936, 1937, 1938, 1941, 1944, 1946, 1950, 1962, 1965, and 
Water Resource Development Acts of 1974, 1986, and 1996. 

LOCATION: The Yazoo Backwater Area Is located In the lower Delta in west-central Mississippi between 
the east bank Mississippi River levees on the west and the hills east of the Yazoo River. The Yazoo 
Headwater area is located along the bluff hill line and includes the tributaries that flow out of the hill area 
into the Yazoo, Tallahatchie, and Coldwater Rivers Steele Bayou is included within the Big Sunflower 
River and extends from just north of Vicksburg to just north of Greenville, Mississippi. 

DESCRIPTION: The Backwater area extends from just north of Vicksburg, Mississippi, to the vicinity of 
Greenville, Mississippi. Reformulation includes studies within the Yazoo Backwater, Yazoo Headwater 
and Steele Bayou areas. The Yazoo Backwater extends from north of Vicksburg to the vicinity of 
Highway 1 2. The Steele Bayou area extends from just below Highway 12 to just north of Greenville. The 
Yazoo Headwater areas extends from south of Greenwood to north of Marks on the Yazoo-Tallahatchie- 
Coldwater Rivers and their tributaries. A complete reformulation of all remaining unconstructed 
authorized projects in the Yazoo Basin is ongoing. 


FY 2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA Construction 

Estimated Federal Cost $53,000,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 0 

Cash (0) 

Other (0) 

Total Estimated Cost 53,000,000 

Allocation thru FY 2008 40,1 96,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 2,683,000 

Recovery Act Allocations to Date 0 

Allocation for FY 201 0 1 ,449,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 201 0 8,672,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% ( %) 1 .3 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES: Funds are being used to continue reformulation of the Tributaries unit. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE: To be determined. 

OTHER INFORMATION: The Reformulation Study covers the remaining authorized unconstructed 
features of the Yazoo Basin, which is being accomplished in four phases. The first two study phases of 
the Yazoo Basin Reformulation, Upper Steele Bayou and Upper Yazoo Projects, are complete and the 
recommended projects are under construction. The third phase, the Yazoo Pump Project which was 
recommended by the Yazoo Backwater study, was vetoed by the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) 
on 31 Aug 08. The fourth and final phase, the Tributaries study, was delayed until construction on the 
Upper Yazoo Projects phase advanced to provide an outlet for the tributaries. Constnjction of the Upper 
Yazoo Projects has advanced to the point that the Tributaries study was resumed in FY 2008. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST: House: Thompson (MS-02); Senate: Cochran and Wicker (MS). 

DISTRICT: Vicksburg 
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FACT SHEET 

MISSISSIPPI RIVER AND TRIBUTARIES, CONSTRUCTION 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS LINE: Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 

PROJECT/STUDY NAME: Yazoo Basin, Upper Yazoo Projects, MS 

AUTHORIZATION: FCAs 1936, Sec. 4 and 8a; 1941, Sec. 3b and 3g; 1946, Sec. 3, lOf, 
and lOq; and 1965, Sec. 204 authorized the Yazoo Headwater Projects to provide 
protection to the Yazoo Basin against headwater floods. 

LOCATION: The UYP includes channel and levee features along the main channel of 
the Yazoo, Tallahatchie, and Coldwater Rivers from the vicinity of Yazoo City, MS, to the 
vicinity of the confluence of Arkabutla Creek with the Coldwater River. 

DESCRIPTION: The project will provide flood protection for 8,900 square miles in this 
region through reduction of flood stages up to 3 feet in most areas. 


FY2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA Construction 

Estimated Federal Cost $412,600,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 0 

Cash (0) 

Other (0) 

Total Estimated Cost 412,600,000 


Allocation thru FY 2008 
Allocation for FY 2009 
Recovery Act Allocations to Date 
Allocation for FY 2010 
Balance to Complete after FY 2010 
Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% { %) 


259.457.000 

14.100.000 

11.330.000 

12.559.000 

115.154.000 
1.3 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES: Funds are being used to complete construction of Items 6B and 
7A; design and ROW acquisition for Lambfish Bypass Channel; award Rising Sun Bank 
Stabilization; mitigation property development and management by the Mississippi 
Department of Wildlife, Fisheries and Parks; award Item 7B and bank stabilization of 
Item 7C, Phase I. 


EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE: To be determined. 


OTHER INFORMATION: None. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST: House: Thompson (MS-02); Senate: Cochran and 
Wicker (MS). 

DISTRICT: Vicksburg 
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FACT SHEET 

MISSISSIPPI RIVER AND TRIBUTARIES, CONSTRUCTION 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS LINE: Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 
PROJECT/STUDY NAME: Yazoo Basin, Yazoo Backwater, MS 


AUTHORIZATION: FCA's 1941 , Sec 3(b): 1944, Sec 10; 1965, Sec 204; WRDA 86, 
Sec 103; WRDA 96, Sec 202 authorized the project to protect a portion of the Yazoo 
Basin against all but large floods of the Mississippi River. 

LOCATION: This project is located in Issaquena County, MS. 

DESCRIPTION: This project is a flood damage reduction project in Issaquena County, 
MS, at the mouth of Steele Bayou near its confluence with the Yazoo River. 


FY 2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA Construction 

Estimated Federal Cost $240,400,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 0 

Cash (0) 

Other (0) 

Total Estimated Cost 240,400,000 


Allocation thru FY 2008 42,746,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 5,000,000 

Supplemental Allocation for FY 2009 35,000,000 

Recovery Act Allocations to Date 0 

Allocation for FY 2010 608,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 157,046,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% ( %) N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES: The funds are being used for preparation of plans and 
specifications and construction of the Holt Collier Visitor and Interpretive Center. 


EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE: undetermined. 


OTHER INFORMATION: The Backwater pump was vetoed on 31 August 2008. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST: House: Thompson (MS-02); Senate: Cochran and 
Wicker (MS). 


DISTRICT: Vicksburg 
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FACT SHEET 

MISSISSIPPI RIVER AND TRIBUTARIES, CONSTRUCTION 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS LINE: Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 

PROJECT/STUDY NAME: Yazoo Basin, Yazoo Backwater Less Rocky Bayou, MS 

AUTHORIZATION: FCAs of 1 941 and 1 944 authorize the construction of a levee and pumping 
plants to protect a portion of the Yazoo Basin against all but large floods of the Mississippi and 
define flood control as including channel and major drainage improvements. 

LOCATION: The Yazoo Backwater Project lies in the southern part of the Delta in west-central 
Mississippi between the mainline Mississippi River levee and the escarpment which forms the 
eastern boundary of the Delta. It extends from just north of Vicksburg, MS, approximately 
60 miles to the vicinity of Hollandale and Beizoni, MS, and comprises about 2,000 square miles. 

DESCRIPTION: The authorized project will provide protection from backwater flooding from the 


Mississippi River. 

FY2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA Construction 

Estimated Federal Cost $221,600,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 164,000 

Cash (164,000) 

Other (0) 

Total Estimated Cost 221,764,000 

Allocation thru FY 2008 60,923,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 48,000 

Recovery Act Allocations to Date 475,000 

Allocation for FY 2010 72,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 160,082,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% ( %) 3.1 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES: Funds are being used to perform pumping operations at the Greentree 
Reservoirs, complete repairs to outlet structures and pumping stations, and upgrade and maintain 
the Greentree pump houses by the Tennessee Valley Authority. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE: To be determined. 

OTHER INFORMATION: The four existing greentree reservoirs provide adequate waterfowl 
mitigation for the Yazoo Backwater Project as it now exists. The greentree reservoirs were 
constructed within the Delta National Forest in the mid-1980s. However, the U.S. Forest Service 
(USFS) refused to accept the work. The Corps is completing the work necessary to continue 
pumping operations and to correct operational safety issues. After completion of rehabilitation on 
the pumping stations, acceptance would be considered by USFS. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST: House: Thompson (MS-02); Senate: Cochran and Wicker 
(MS). 

DISTRICT: Vicksburg 
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ENVIRONMENT 
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INVESTIGATIONS 
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FACT SHEET 

MISSISSIPPI RIVER AND TRIBUTARIES, INVESTIGATIONS 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS PROGRAM : Environment 


PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Spring Bayou, LA 

AUTHORIZATION : Resolution of the House Committee on T ransportation and 
Infrastructure adopted 24 March 1998. 


LOCATION : The study area includes the Spring Bayou area in Avoyelles Parish, LA, and 
adjacent parishes. 

DESCRIPTION : The Spring Bayou Area is comprised of several U.S. Fish and Wildlife 
Service refuges and state wildlife management areas, along with adjacent lands. This area 
has traditionally been recognized as one of the most significant fish and wildlife and 
wetland ecosystems in the south. Over time, these environmental features have 
deteriorated. Reconnaissance study findings indicated that proposed improvements would 
provide positive environmental benefits and also help to reduce headwater flooding. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 
Estimated Federal Cost 
Estimated Non-Federal Cost 
Cash 
Other 

Total Estimated Cost 


FY 2010 
Study 
$2,201,000 

1.172.000 
(1,000,000) 

(172,000) 

3.373.000 


Allocations thru FY 2008 1 ,495,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 287,000 

Recovery Act Allocations to Date 0 

Allocation for FY 2010 338,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 81 ,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio at7% ( %) N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Funds are being used to continue feasibility phase. 


EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE: To be determined. 


OTHER INFORMATION : The Feasibility Cost-Sharing Agreement with the non-Federal 
sponsor, the Avoyelles Parish Police Jury, was signed 15 June 2006. A financing plan 
including cash and work-in-kind was prepared by the sponsor for the non-Federal share 
of the study cost. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : House: Alexander (LA-5); Senate: Vitter and Landrieu 
(LA). 

DISTRICT : Vicksburg 


1 February 2010 


MR&T - 20 


54862B 


03/19/2010 



2829 


WATER SUPPLY 
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CONSTRUCTION 
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FACT SHEET 

MISSISSIPPI RIVER AND TRIBUTARIES, INVESTIGATIONS/CONSTRUCTION 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE : Water Supply 
PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Bayou Meto Basin, AR 

AUTHORIZATION: Authorized by Section 363 of WRDA 1996 and confirmed by the Secretary 
on 24 September 2007 that the project Is technically sound, environmentally acceptable, and 
economic. 

LOCATiON: This project is located in Lonoke, Prairie, Pulaski, Jefferson, and Arkansas Counties 
in east-central Arkansas. 

DESCRIPTION : The major problems are agricultural flooding, loss of environmental resources, 
and the depletion of the alluviai aquifer, which provides essentialiy all the water used for 
agricultural irrigation and baitfish farming and supports area wetlands. Features of the project 
include diversion of excess water from the Arkansas River via a deiivery system that contains 
pump stations, a system of new canais, existing streams, and pipelines to the water depieted 
areas: channel improvements and a pumping station to provide an outlet for reduced flooding: 
waterfowi conservation and management measures: and other environmental restoration and 
enhancement features. Flood damage prevention and waterfowl management (Corps high 
priority outputs), provide significant project benefits. 



FY 2010 

FY2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL 

PED 

Construction-*^ 

DATA: 



Estimated Federal Cost 

$ 24,810,000 

$ 392,825,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 

$ 550,000 

$ 221,349,000 

Cash 

(550,000) 

(126,685,000) 

Other 

(0) 

(94,664,000) 

Total Estimated Project Cost 

$ 25,360,000 

$ 614,174,000 

Allocations thru 2008 

$22,169,000 

$ 22,169,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 

2,641,000 

2,641,000 

Recovery Act Allocations to Date 

0 

0 

Allocation for FY 2010 

0 

100,000 

Balance to Complete 

0 

$ 367,915,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 


1.1 


1/ PED costs am a subset of the io(al Construction costs. 


FY 2010 ACTIVITiES: FY 2010 construction funds are availabie to initiate construction upon 
execution of the Project Partnership Agreement (PPA) by the ASA(CW). 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE: To be determined. 

OTHER iNFORMATION: The PPA is being revised to include language requested by the 
sponsor to allow sponsor credit for work-in-kind services. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST: House: Berry (AR-1), Ross (AR-4). Senate: Lincoln and Pryor 
(AR). 

DISTRICT: Memphis 
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FACT SHEET 

MISSISSIPPI RIVER AND TRIBUTARIES, CONSTRUCTION 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE: Water Supply 

PROJECT/STUDY NAME: Grand Prairie Region, Arkansas 

AUTHORIZATION: Sec 204, FCA 1950 (construction authorized); Sec 1001(b), WRDA 1986 
(deauthorized); Sec 363, WRDA 1996 (reauthorized construction, expanding the scope to Include 
groundwater protection and conservation, agricultural water supply, and waterfowl management. If the 
Secretary determines the project is technically sound, environmentally acceptable, and economic). 

LOCATION: The project is primarily located in Arkansas and Prairie Counties and a small portion of 
Lonoke and Monroe Counties. 


DESCRIPTION: This project will provide for agricultural water supply, ground water protection, and fish 
and wildlife restoration and enhancement. The project features include a major pumping station, 
conveyance channels, and conservation measures for the Grand Prairie area. The Alluvial aquifer Is 
predicted to be depleted by the year 2015 and the deeper Sparta aquifer will also be negatively impacted 
without the benefits of this project. In addition to protecting the Sparta & Alluvial aquifers, the project will 
also provide an added environmental benefit of 12 million duck-use days for the project area. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA: 
Estimated Federal Cost 
Estimated Non-Federal Cost 
Cash 
Other 

Total Estimated Cost 


FY 2010 
Construction 
$ 208,000,000 
111,000,000 

(61.336.000) 

(49.664.000) 
$319,000,000 


Allocation thru FY 2008 $ 80,067,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 8,000,000 

Recovery Act Allocations To Date 0 

Allocation for FY 201 0 9,661 ,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 $ 1 10,272,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES: Funds are being used to fully fund construction of the pumping station to the 
ground level. The Inlet channel that connects the White River to the pumping station was awarded in 
June 2009 and is under construction. 


EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE: To be determined. 

OTHER INFORMATION: The sponsors are the State of Arkansas and the White River Regional Irrigation 
Water Distribution District. The sponsor is acquiring right-of-way for the project. The lawsuit that was 
brought by the National Wildlife Federation and the Arkansas Wildlife Federation in the U S. District Court 
against the Corps and US Fish 8 Wildlife Service (F8WS) on violations of the National Environmental 
Policy Act (NEPA) and the Endangered Species Act (ESA) concerning the Ivory-Bilied Woodpecker (IBW) 
was dismissed by the judge with prejudice on 17 December 2008, lifting the injunction and allowing work 
to resume on the project. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST: House: Berry (AR-1), Ross (AR-4). Senate: Lincoln and Pryor (AR). 
DISTRICT: Memphis 
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North Atlantic Division 
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NORTH ATLANTIC DIVISION 
ENACTED PROJECTS MATERIAL 
TABLE OF CONTENTS 

North Atlantic Division NAD - 01 

Table of Contents NAD - 02 

Enacted Projects NAD - 06 

Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction NAD - 07 

Investigations NAD - 08 

Bloomsburg, PA NAD - 09 

Hashamomuck Cove, Southold, NY NAD - 10 

Lower Saddle River, NJ NAD - 1 1 

Montauk Point, NY NAD - 12 

New Jersey Shore Protection, Hereford Inlet to Cape May Inlet, NJ NAD - 13 

New Jersey Shoreline Alternative Long-Term Nourishment, NJ NAD - 14 

North Shore of Long Island, Asharoken, NY NAD - 15 

Passaic River Main Stem, NJ & NY NAD - 16 

Passaic River, Harrison, NJ NAD - 17 

Peckman River And Tributaries, NJ NAD - 18 

Rahway River Basin, NJ NAD - 19 

Raritan Bay and Sandy Hook Bay, Highlands, NJ NAD - 20 

Raritan Bay and Sandy Hook Bay, Leonardo, NJ NAD - 21 

Raritan Bay and Sandy Hook Bay, Union Beach, N J NAD - 22 

Red Clay Creek, Christina River Watershed, DE NAD - 23 

Shrewsbury River Basin and Tributaries, NJ NAD - 24 

South River, Raritan River Basin, NJ NAD - 25 

Upper Delaware River Watershed, Livingston Manor, NY NAD - 26 

Upper Susquehanna River Basin Comprehensive 

Flood Damage Reduction, NY NAD - 27 

Vicinity of Willoughby Spit, Norfolk, VA NAD - 28 

Winooski River, Montpelier, VT NAD - 29 

Wreck Pond, Monmouth County, NJ NAD - 30 

Construction NAD - 31 

Atlantic Coast of Maryland, MD NAD - 32 

Barnegat Inlet to Little Egg Harbor Inlet, NJ NAD - 33 

Brigantine Inlet to Great Egg Harbor Inlet (Absecon Island), NJ NAD - 34 

Brigantine Inlet to Great Egg Harbor Inlet, Brigantine, NJ NAD - 35 

Delaware Coast from Cape Henlopen to Fenwick Island 

Bethany Beach to South Bethany, DE NAD - 36 

Delaware Coast from Cape Henlopen to Fenwick Island, 

Rehobeth Beach and Dewey Beach, DE NAD - 37 

Delaware Coast Protection, DE NAD - 38 

East Rockaway Inlet to Rockaway Inlet & Jamaica Bay, NY NAD - 39 

Great Egg Harbor Inlet to Townsends Inlet, NJ NAD - 40 

Hackensack Meadowlands, NJ NAD - 41 

Joseph G. Minish Waterfront, NJ NAD - 42 
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Construction (Continued) 

Lackawanna River, Scranton, PA NAD - 43 

Orchard Beach, Bronx, NY NAD - 44 

Passaic River Basin Flood Mgmt, NJ NAD - 45 

Ramapo River at Mahwah and Suffem, NJ NAD - 46 

Raritan Bay and Sandy Hook Bay, NJ NAD - 47 

Raritan Bay and Sandy Hook Bay, Port Monmouth, NJ NAD - 48 

Sandy Hook to Barnegat Inlet, NJ NAD - 49 

Townsends Inlet to Cape May Inlet, NJ NAD - 50 

Virginia Beach (Hurricane Protection), VA NAD - 51 

Washington, DC & Vicinity NAD - 52 

Wyoming Valley (Levee Raising), PA NAD - 53 

Continuing Authorities Program NAD - 54 

Black Rocks Creek (Blackwater River), Salisbury, Massachusetts NAD - 55 

Coastal Areas, Marshfield, Massachusetts NAD - 56 

Hamilton Township, NJ NAD - 57 

Jamestown Island, James City County, Virginia NAD - 58 

Little Mill Creek, New Castle County, DE NAD - 59 

Manasquan River, Howell Township, Monmouth County, NJ NAD - 60 

North River, Peabody, Massachusetts NAD - 61 

Pennsville, Salem County, NJ NAD - 62 

Pennsylvania Avenue Improvement, Bethany Beach, DE NAD - 63 

Philadelphia Shipyard Flood Damage Reduction, Philadelphia, PA NAD - 64 

Prospect Beach, West Haven, Connecticut NAD - 65 

Seaside Park, Ocean County, NJ NAD - 66 

Navigation NAD - 67 

Investigations NAD - 68 

Boston Harbor (45-Foot Channel), MA NAD - 69 

Delaware River Dredged Material Utilization, PA, DE & NJ NAD - 70 

Construction NAD - 71 

Burlington Harbor, VT NAD - 72 

Delaware River Main Channel Deepening, NJ, PA, DE NAD - 73 

James River Deepwater Turning Basin, VA NAD - 74 

Norfolk Harbor and Channels (Deepening), VA NAD - 75 

Continuing Authorities Program NAD - 76 

Bass Harbor, Tremont, Maine NAD - 77 

Bucks Harbor, Machiasport, Maine NAD - 78 

Cape Cod Canal, Sandwich, Massachusetts NAD - 79 

Charlestown Breachway and Ninigret Pond, Charlestown, Rl NAD - 80 

Fairless Hills Turning Basin, PA NAD - 81 

Fishermans Cove, Norfolk, Virginia NAD - 82 

Hampton Harbor, Hampton, New Hampshire (Blackwater River) NAD - 83 

Newburyport Harbor, Massachusetts NAD - 84 

Point Judith Harbor and Pond, Namaganseft, Rhode Island NAD - 85 

Rhodes Point, MD NAD - 86 

Saco River and Camp Ellis Beach, Saco, Maine NAD - 87 

Schuylkill River at Girard Point, PA NAD - 88 

St. Jerome Creek, St. Mary's County, MD NAD - 89 

Tangier Island Jetty, Accomack County, Virginia NAD - 90 

Woods Hole Great Harbor, Falmouth, Massachusetts NAD - 91 
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Aquatic Ecosystem Restoration NAD - 92 

Investigations NAD - 93 

Bronx River Basin, NY NAD - 94 

Chesapeake Bay Shoreline Erosion 

Maryland Coastal Management, MD NAD - 95 

Chesapeake Bay Susquehanna Reservoir 6 

Sediment Management, PA, MD & VA NAD - 96 

Chowan River, VA & NC NAD - 97 

Connecticut River Ecosystem Restoration, CT, MA, NH & VT NAD - 98 

Delaware River Basin, Pine Knot, PA NAD - 99 

Delaware River Waterfront, PA NAD - 1 00 

Dismal Swamp & Dismal Swamp Canal, VA NAD - 101 

Forge River Watershed, NY NAD - 102 

Four Mile Run, VA NAD - 103 

Gathright Dam and Lake Moomaw, VA NAD - 104 

Greenwood Lake, NY & N J NAD - 1 05 

Hudson-Raritan Estuary, Gowanus Canal, NY NAD - 106 

Middle Potomac Comprehensive Plan, MD, VA, Pa, WV & DC NAD - 107 

Middle Potomac River - Cameron Run/Holmes Run, VA NAD - 108 

Middle Potomac River, Great Seneca/Muddy Branch, MD NAD - 109 

Red Ciay Creek, Christina River Watershed, DE NAD - 1 10 

Stony Brook, Millstone River Basin, NJ NAD - 1 1 1 

Susquehanna River Basin Environmental Restoration 

and Low Flow Management, NY, PA & MD NAD - 1 12 

Upper Delaware River Watershed, Floodplain Reconnection, NY NAD - 1 1 3 

Construction NAD - 1 14 

Chesapeake Bay Environmental Restoration 

and Protection, MD, VA & PA NAD - 1 15 

Lake Champlain Watershed Initiative, VT NAD - 1 16 

Sandyford Run Wetland Creation, PA NAD - 117 

Tacony Creek, Philadelphia, PA NAD - 118 

Continuing Authorities Program NAD - 1 1 9 

Broad Meadows Marsh, Quincy, Massachusetts NAD - 120 

Codorus Creek, PA NAD - 121 

Deep Run/Tiber Hudson, MD NAD - 122 

Dog Island Shoals, MD NAD - 123 

Greenbury Point, MD NAD - 124 

Lower Kingman Island, DC NAD - 125 

Malden River Ecosystem Restoration, Malden, Medford 

& Everett,Massachusetts NAD - 126 

Milford Pond, Milford, Massachusetts NAD - 127 

Mill River, Stamford, Connecticut NAD - 128 

Mordecai Island Coastal Wetlands Restoration, Ocean County, NJ NAD - 129 

Narrow River, Narragansett, Rhode Island NAD - 130 

North Beach Wetland Restoration, MD NAD - 131 

Northwest Branch, Anacostia River, MD NAD - 132 

Osgood Pond, Milford, New Hampshire NAD - 133 

Paint Branch Fish Passage and Stream Restoration, MD NAD - 134 

Pine Mount Creek Habitat Restoration, Cumberland County, NJ NAD - 135 

Pond Creek Salt Marsh Restoration Project, Cape May, NJ NAD - 136 

Restoration of Grassdale, New Castle County, DE NAD - 1 37 

Rooster Island, MD NAD - 138 
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Continuing Authorities Program (Continued) 

Sweet Arrow Lake, PA NAD - 139 

Ten Mile River, East Providence, Rhode Island NAD - 140 

Urieville Lake, MD NAD - 141 

Winnapaug Pond, Westerly, Rhode Island NAD - 142 

• Environmental Infrastructure NAD - 143 

New York City Watershed, NY NAD - 144 

Richmond, VA (Combined Sewer Overflow) NAD - 145 

South Central PA Environmental Improvement, PA NAD - 146 

Operation and Maintenance NAD - 147 

Absecon Inlet, NJ NAD - 148 

Appomattox River, VA NAD - 149 

Bucks Harbor, Machiasport, ME NAD - 150 

Cocheco River, NH NAD - 151 

Fishing Creek, Calvert County, MD NAD - 152 

Great Salt Pond, Block Island, Rl (New Harbor) NAD - 153 

Greenwich Harbor, CT NAD - 1 54 

Hampton Harbor, Hampton, NH NAD - 155 

Harbor Of Refuge, Lewes, DE NAD - 156 

Manasquan River, NJ NAD - 157 

New Bedford and Fair Haven Harbor, MA NAD - 158 

Newburyport Harbor, MA NAD - 159 

Nonwalk Harbor, CT NAD - 160 

Pawcatuck River, Little Narragansett Bay & Watch Hill Cove, CT & Rl .... NAD - 161 

Plymouth Harbor, Plymouth, MA NAD - 162 

Point Judith Harbor Of Refuge, Rl NAD - 163 

Portsmouth Harbor and Piscataqua River, NH NAD - 164 

Providence Harbor Shipping Channel, Rl NAD - 165 

Salem River, NJ NAD - 166 

Somerset County Channels, MD NAD - 167 


1 February 2010 


NAD -5 


54862B 


03/19/2010 



2838 


Enacted Projects 


1 February 2010 


NAD -6 


54862B 


03/19/2010 



2839 


Flood and Coastal 
Storm Damage Reduction 


1 February 2010 


NAD -7 


54862B 


03/19/2010 



Investigations 


2840 


1 February 2010 


NAD -8 


54862B 


03/19/2010 



2841 


FACT SHEET 
INVESTIGATIONS 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS LINE : Flood Damage Reduction 

STUDY NAME: Bloomsburg, PA 

AUTHORIZATION: Section 1001(38), WRDA 2007 (PL 110-114) 

LOCATION : The Town of Bloomsburg is a community of approximately 12,000 people, located 
at the confluence of Fishing Creek and the North Branch of the Susquehanna River in central 
Columbia County, Pennsylvania. 

DESCRIPTION : Project consists of a series of floodwater barriers that provide Bloomsburg with 
protection from a Hurricane Agnes-level storm (440-year return frequency) on the Susquehanna 
River and 1 00-year storm on Fishing Creek. The NED plan, with a benefit-to cost ratio of 1 .41 , 
consists of approximately 1 7,570 linear feet of levees and floodwalls with fourteen drainage 
structures, limited road raisings, eight closure structures, upgrades to the existing flood warning 
system, and mitigation activities. 

FY 2010 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA : Feasibility PEP 


Estimated Federal Cost 

$1,657,000 

$ 3,312,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 

1,657,000 

1,104,000 

Cash 

(1,657,000) 

(1,104,000) 

Other 

(0) 

(0) 

Total Estimated Study Cost 

$3,314,000 

$ 4,416,000 

Allocation thru FY 2008 

$1,657,000 

$ 197,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 

0 

430,000 

Allocation for FY 2010 

0 

90,000 

Balance to Complete After FY 2010 

0 

$ 2,595,000 

Remaining Benefits Remaining Costs Ratio (7%) 

1.41 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES: Initiate engineering and design activities for the NED plan(scoping soils 
investigation program and sampling/testing to assess hazardous materials risk, complete risk 
and uncertainty analyses for Fishing Creek top of protection, and complete Value Engineering 
Study) while doing a limited economics update and updating design phase cost estimate to 
amend design agreement. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE: With adequate Federal and non- 
Federal funding, design activities can be completed in FY 2013. 

OTHER INFORMATION : None 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST: Senators Casey and Specter (PA); Representative 
Kanjorski (PA-1 1 ) 

DISTRICT : Baltimore 
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FACT SHEET 
INVESTIGATIONS 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS LINE : Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 
STUDY NAME: Hastiamomuck Cove, Southold. NY 


AUTHORIZATION: Resolution of the United States House of Representatives, Committee on 

Transportation and Infrastructure dated 21 May 2007, Docket 2773. 

LOCATION : The study area is located on the north fork of Long Island, in the Town of Southold, Suffolk 
County, New York. 


DESCRIPTION: The Hashamomuck Study Area has been identified as including both the northern and 
southern shorelines of the north fork of Long Island, bounded by Long Island Sound and Peconic Bay, 
respectively. The study area extends from Orient Point west a distance of approximately 15 miles to the 
area of Goldsmith Inlet, in proximity to Duck Pond Point 
Severe erosion exists along County Road 48. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA: 
Estimated Federal Cost 
Estimated non-Federal Cost 
Total Estimated Cost 

Allocation thru FY2008 

Allocation for FY2009 

Allocation for FY2010 

Recovery Act Allocation to Date 

Balance to complete after FY 2010 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 

y FY09 Conference amount is $1 19,000 , 

Agreement is executed. 


FY 2010 
Feasibility 
$2,150,000 
$2,150,000 
$4,300,000 

$ 0 

10.000 y 

90.000 
0 

$2,140,000 

N/A 

is expected when the Feasibility Cost Sharing 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : FY 201 0 funds will be used to initiate the Feasibility Phase that will assess the 
Federal interest for potential flood control, ecosystem restoration and other opportunities within the 
project area. 


EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : The Feasibility Report is scheduled for 
completion in late FY 2013. 


OTHER INFORMATION: None. 


CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST: Representatives Timothy Bishop (NY-01): Senator Charles Schumer 
(NY) and Senator Kirsten Gillibrand (NY) 


DISTRICT: New York 
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FACT SHEET 
INVESTIGATIONS 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS LINE: Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 
STUDY NAME: Lower Saddle River, NJ 

AUTHORIZATION : Section 401 of the Water Resources Development Act of 1986. 

LOCATION: The project is located on the Lower Saddle River, in Lodi, Rochelle Park, Wallington, Saddle 
Brook, Garfield, and Paramus, New Jersey. 

DESCRIPTION : The area has suffered frequent and severe flooding and was devastated in September 
1999 from Tropical Storm Floyd. The authorized project consists of channel improvements along 5.2 
miles of the Saddle River and 1 .7 miles of Sprout Brook. The project also includes the replacement or 
alteration of 12 bridges. 


FY2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA. PEDfLRRt 

Estimated Federal Cost $2,063,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 687,000 

Total Estimated Cost $2,750,000 

Allocation thm FY 2008 $ 719,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 526,000 

Allocation for FY 201 0 327,000 

Recovery Act Allocation to Date 0 

Balance to complete after FY 2010 $ 491 ,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @7% (1 .6) 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : FY 2010 funds are being used to complete the reevaluation study and to initiate 
plans and specifications for the first constructible element of the project. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : PED Phase completion to be determined, 
subject to availability of funds. 

OTHER INFORMATION : The design agreement was executed in Feb 05 with NJDEP as the non federal 
sponsor. The NJDEP in support of the project, require local interests to replace or make compatible 4 of 
the 12 bridges modifications that are Included in the project. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Representatives Steven Rothman (NJ-9), and Scott Garrett (NJ-5); 
Senators Robert Menendez (NJ) and Frank Lautenberg (NJ). 

DISTRICT: New York 
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FACT SHEET 
INVESTIGATIONS 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS LINE: Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 
PROJECT NAME: Montauk Point, NY 

AUTHORIZATION: Resolution of the Committee on the Environment and Public Works of the US 
Senate, adopted 15 May 1991 and Section 1001 (36) of WRDA 2007. 

LOCATION: The project area, which includes a historic lighthouse and bluff, is located at the end of the 
southern fork of Long Island in the Town of East Hampton. 

DESCRIPTION: The original position was some 300 feet from the eastern tip of Long Island, but the 
combined forces of storm induced erosion and long-term constant erosion now leave less than 75 feet of 
land in front of the irreplaceable structure 


FY2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA: PEP 

Estimated Federal Cost $1,000,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 335,000 

Total Estimated Cost $1,335,000 

Allocation thru FY 2008 $186,000 

Allocation forFY2009 191 ,000 

Allocation for FY 2010 193,000 

Recovery Act Allocation to Date 0 

Balance to complete after FY 201 0 430,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% (1.9) 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES: FY10 funds, along with prior year PED funds will be used to initiate the Pre- 
construction, Engineering, and Design (PED) phase. PED funds will be used after the execution of a 
design agreement with the non-Federal sponsor. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE: PED phase completion to be determined, 
subject to availability of funds. 

OTHER INFORMATION: None. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Representative Timothy Bishop (NY-1); Senators Gillibrand (NY) and 
Schumer (NY). 

DISTRICT: New York 
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FACT SHEET 
INVESTIGATIONS 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS LINE: Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 

PROJECT NAME AND STATE : New Jersey Shore Protection, Hereford Inlet to Cape May Inlet. New 
Jersey 


AUTHORIZATION: House Resolution by the Committee on Public Works and T ransportation dated 
December 10,1 987 for the New Jersey Shoreline. 

LOCATION: The study area is located in Cape May County, New Jersey between Hereford Inlet and Cape 
May Inlet, locally referred to a Five Mile Island. 


DESCRIPTION: The island includes the towns of North Wildwood, Wildwood, and Wildwood Crest and 
also contains a U.S. Coast Guard Receiving Center and a U.S. Fish and Wildlife management area. The 
study will evaluate hurricane protection and storm damage reduction measures for the area's businesses 
and residences as well as opportunities for environmental restoration. The study will also evaluate the 
accretion of the shoreline along the southern end of the barrier island near Cape May Inlet. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 
Estimated Federal Cost 
Estimated Non-Federal Cost 
Total Estimated Cost 


FY2010 
Feasibility Study 
$ 1,794,143 
$1,494,143 
$ 3,288,286 


Allocation thru 2008 $ 1,398,143 

Allocation for FY 2009 $ 96,000 

Allocation for FY 2010 $ 90,000 

Recovery Act Allocations to Date $ 0 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 $ 210,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio Applicable rate {%) N/A 


FY2010 ACTIVITIES : The FY 10 funds will be used to continue the feasibility study including selecting a 
plan for implementation and draft the Feasibility report, complete the Agency Technical Review and 
incorporate Risk and Uncertainty into the project plan. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : FY 2011 

OTHER INFORMATION : The feasibility cost-sharing agreement was executed in September 2002. 

CONNGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Senators Lautenberg and Menendez (NJ), Representative LoBiondo 
(NJ-2) 


DISTRICT : Philadelphia 
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FACT SHEET 
INVESTIGATIONS 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS LINE : Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 

PROJECT NAME AND STATE: New Jersey Alternative Long-Term Nourishment Study 

AUTHORIZATION: House Resolution by the Committee on Public Works and Transportation dated 
December 10,1 987. 

LOCATION: This Feasibility study is evaluating methods to manage New Jersejs shore protection program 
and navigation projects as a system and on a regionalbasis to ensure maximum benefits areachieved from 
the Federal investment and reduce long-term periodic nourishment costs. 

DESCRIPTION : The study includes: development of a regional sediment budget and an improved 
understanding of regional coastal processes; implementation of an efficienf regional monitoring program; 
and development of a comprehensive shore, inlet, and borrow area management strategy. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 

Recon 

FY 2010 
Feasibilitv Studv 

Estimated Federal Cost 

$ 50,000 

$ 2,012,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 

$ 

0 

$2,012,000 

Total Estimated Cost 

$ 50,000 

$ 4,024,000 

Allocation thru 2008 

$ 50,000 

$ 917,272 

Allocation for FY 2009 

$ 

0 

$ 96,000 

Allocation for FY 2010 

$ 

0 

$ 90,000 

Recovery Act Allocations to Date 

$ 

0 

$ 265,097 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 

$ 

0 

$ 643,631 

Benefit to Cost Ratio Applicable rate (%) 

$ 

0 

N/A 


FY2Q10 ACTIVITIES : The FY 10 funds are being used to continue the feasibility study activities including 
development of cost-saving strategies for the NJ shore protection program such as: combining projects to 
reduce life-cycle nourishment costs; identify causes and solutions of erosion hotspots at several barrier 
Islands; continued coordination with stakeholders groups: investigating a mobile hydraulic sand back 
passing prototype; and identifying environmental constraints associated with borrow areas. The FY 09 
ARRA funds are being used to scope and accelerate study progress including analyses towards the 
development of white papers addressing cost saving strategies and sediment framework. The FY 1 1 
funds could be used to continue the feasibility study to evaluate a systems approach to ensure maximum 
benefits are achieved to reduce long-term periodic nourishment costs. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : FY2012 

OTHER INFORMATION : The non-Federal sponsor is the New Jersey Department of Environmental 
Protection. Feasibility Cost Sharing Agreement was executed in 30 December 2002. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Senators Lautenberg and Menendez (NJ), Representatives LoBiondo 
(NJ-02), Pallone (NJ-06), Smith (NJ-04) and Adler (NJ-03) 

DISTRICT : Philadelphia 
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FACT SHEET 
INVESTIGATIONS 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS LINE: Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 
STUDY NAME: North Shore Long Island, Asharoken, NY 

AUTHORIZATION: Resolution of the Committee on Public Works and Transportation, U.S. House of 
Representatives, adopted 13 May 1993. 

LOCATION: The study area is located on the North Shore of Long Island, in the Town of Huntington in 
northeastern Suffolk County, New York. 

DESCRIPTION: Asharoken Beach connects Eaton’s Neck and part of the Village of Asharoken with the 
rest of the Village of Asharoken on the mainland of Long Island. The roadway along Asharoken Beach, 
Asharoken Avenue, provides the only vehicular access to Eaton's neck. Recent coastal storms have 
accelerated shoreline erosion. Asharoken has incurred major losses due to coastal erosion and flooding. 


FY2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA: Feasibility 

Estimated Federal Cost $1,300,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 1,300,000 

Total Estimated Cost $2,600,000 

Allocation thru FY 2008 $1 ,069,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 96,000 

Allocation for FY 2010 121,000 

Recovery Act Allocation to Date 0 

Balance to complete after FY 2010 14,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES: FY 1 0 funds will be used to continue the Draft Feasibility Report, contingent upon 
receipt of non-Federal funding. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETiON FY FOR PHASE : FY20U. Phase completion subject to 
resolution of project issues listed below. 

OTHER INFORMATION: Project issues include environmental acceptability of offshore sand bonow area; 
economic justification; need for additional non-Federal study funding; and public access planning. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST: Representative Steve Israel (NY-02) 


DISTRICT: NewYoi1< 
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FACT SHEET 
INVESTIGATIONS 
Enacted and Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS LINE: Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 

STUDY NAME: Passaic River Main Stem, New Jersey & New York 

AUTHORIZATION : Section 1 01 (a)1 8)(A) of the WRDA of 1 990 as modified by Section 1 02(p) of WRDA 
1992 and Section 327 of WRDA 2000 

LOCATION: The project is located in the Passaic River Basin in northern New Jersey. 

DESCRIPTION: The Passaic River Basin suffers from severe and repeated flooding. The project consists of 
several separable elements Including an underground di version tunnel, levees and floodwalls, and the 
acquisition of natural flood storage areas. 


FY2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA: PEP (GRRI 

Estimated Federal Cost $3,000,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 1,000,000 

Total Estimated Cost $4,000,000 

Allocation thru FY 2008 $ 53,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 1 19,000 

Allocation for FY 201 0 98,000 

Recovery Act Allocation to Date 0 

Balance to complete after FY 201 0 $2,730,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% (1.4) 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES: FY 1 0 funds along with prior year funds are being used to initiate a General Re- 
evaluatlon study of the authorized project Including the rxiordinating and signing of a project management 
plan and a Design agreement with the State of New Jersey. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : PED Phase completion to be determined, 
subject to availability of funds. 

OTHER INFORMATION : The PED effort on the authorized project was suspended in 1996 and at the request 
of the noh-Federal spohsor, only some separable elerrents have been implemented. Now communitynterest 
and coordination with the State of New Jersey indicate that a GRR is necessary to re-evaluate and advance 
the other authorized project features or new elements. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Representatives Rodney Frelinghuysen (NJ-1 1) and William Pascrell, JR. 
(NJ-8); Senators Robert Menendez (NJ) and Frank Lautenberg (NJ). 

DISTRICT: New York 
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FACT SHEET 
INVESTIGATIONS 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS LINE: Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 
STUDY NAME: Passaic River, Harrison, NJ 

AUTHORIZATION : Section 101a (18){B) of the WRDA of 1990 as modified by Section 102(p)of WRDA 
1992. 


LOCATION: This project Is a separable element of the Mainstem Passaic River Flood Protection Project. 
It lies along the east bank of the Passaic River in the City of Harrison. 

DESCRIPTION : The project consists of levees and floodwalls providing 500-year level of protection to 
about 200 commercial and residential stnjctures in Harrison New Jersey. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA: 
Estimated Federal Cost 
Estimated Non-Federal Cost 
Total Estimated Cost 


FY 2010 
PEP 

$2,286,000 

0 

$2,286,000 


Allocation thru FY 2008 $1,893,000 V 

Allocation for FY 2009 143,000 

Allocation for FY 2010 90,000 

Recovery Act Allocation to Date 0 

Balance to complete after FY 2010 $ 160,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% (1 .5) 


1/lncludes $300,000 of Passaic River Mainstem PED Funds. 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES: FY 2010 funds are being used to continue pre-construction engineering and 
design (PED) , including completion of an updated decision document. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE: FY 201 1 , subject to availability of funds. 

OTHER INFORMATION: The New Jersey Department of Environmental Protection strongly supports the 
project and is willing to act as the cost-sharing partner. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Representative Albio Sires (NJ-13): Senators Menender (NJ) and 
Lautenberg (NJ). 

DISTRICT: New York 
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FACT SHEET 
INVESTIGATIONS 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS LINE: Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 
STUDY NAME : Peckman River and Tributaries, NJ 

AUTHORIZATION : U.S. House of Representatives, Committee on Transportation and Infrastructure 
Resolution Docket 2644, adopted June 21, 2000. 

LOCATION: The Peckman River Basin study area for flood control and ecosystem restoration is located 
in Essex and Passaic Counties, New Jersey. 

DESCRIPTION : The Peckman River originates in the Town of West Orange and flows through the towns 
of Verona, Cedar Grove, and Little Falls to its confluence with the Passaic River in West Paterson. The 
Basin experiences frequent flooding from intense thunderstorms and heavy rainfall. These storms can 
deposit large amounts of precipitation In the watershed, producing significant runoff, which quickly 
surpasses the capacity of the river channel, and bridge and culvert openings. The current state of the 
river ecosystem reflects the type of long-term degradation often associated with heavily urbanized 
watersheds and provides opportunities for ecosystem restoration. 


FY2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA: Feasibility 

Estimated Federal Cost $2,500,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost $2,200,000 

Total Estimated Cost $4,700,000 

Allocation thru FY 2008 $1 ,231 ,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 526,000 

Allocation for FY 2010 314,000 

Recovery Act Allocation To Date 0 

Balance to complete after FY 2010 429,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : FY 1 0 funds are being used to continue the feasibility phase of the study, 
including completing alternative measures and economic benefit analysis, public coordination, and 
environmental impact statement. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE: FY 201 1, subject to availability of funds. 
OTHER INFORMATION : None. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Representative William Pascrell, Jr., (NJ-08): Senators Robert 
Menendez (NJ) and Frank Lautenberg(NJ). 

DISTRICT: New York 
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FACT SHEET 
INVESTIGATIONS 

BUSINESS LINE: Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 
STUDY NAME: Rahway River Basin, NJ 

AUTHORIZATION: Resolution adopted by the U S. House of Representatives Committee on Public Works 
and Transportation on 24 March 1998. 

LOCATION: The Rahway River Basin is located in northeastern New Jersey within the metropolitan area 
of New Jersey counties of Essex, Union, and Middlesex. 

DESCRIPTION: Flooding within the Rahway River Basin is caused principally by the rapid development 
of the area, which has resulted in a large increase of storm water runoff. Floods have caused damage to 
houses, businesses, municipal facilities and public infrastructure. Portions of the Rahway River Basin 
have also suffered environmental degradation and opportunities exist for restoration. 


FY2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA: Feasibility 

Estimated Federal Cost $3,200,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost $3,200,000 

Total Estimated Project Cost $6,400,000 

Allocation thru FY 2008 $ 516,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 143,000 

Allocation for FY 2010 238,000 

Recovery Act Allocation To Date 0 

Balance to complete after FY 2010 $2,303,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES: FY 201 0 funds are being used to continue the feasibility study, including economic, 
hydraulic, and environmental analyses to establish baseline conditions. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : Feasibility Phase completion to be 
determined, subject to availability of funds. 

OTHER INFORMATION: None. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST: Representatives Leonard Lance (NJ-7) and Albio Sires (NJ-13). 
DISTRICT: New Yorit 
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FACT SHEET 
INVESTIGATIONS 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS LINE: Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 
STUDY NAME: Raritan and Sandy Hook Bay, Highlands, NJ 

AUTHORIZATION: Resolution adopted by the U.S. House of Representatives Committee on Public Works 
and Transportation on August 1, 1990. 

LOCATION: The Highlands study area is in Monmouth County, New Jersey. 

DESCRIPTION: It Is situated with the Shrewsbury River to the east and Atlantic Highlands to the west 
and bounded by Raritan Bay to the north. The feasibility study will determine the viability of Federal 
participation In storm damage protection. 


FY2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA: Feasibility 

Estimated Federal Cost $1 ,950,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 1 .750,000 

Total Estimated Cost $3,700,000 

Allocation thru FY 2008 $1,114,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 191 ,000 

Allocation for FY 20 1 0 238,000 

Recovery Act Allocation to Date 0 

Balance to complete after FY 201 0 407,000 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES: FY 201 0 funds are being used to continue the feasibility phase of the study. 
Including additional data gathering and analyses, screening of alternatives, plan formulation and 
environmental scoping efforts. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE: Feasibility Phase completion to be detemiined, 
subject to availability of funds. 

OTHER INFORMATION: The New Jersey Department of Environmental Protection Is the cost-sharing 
partner for this study. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST: Representative Frank Pallone, Jr. (NJ-06); Senators Robert Menendez 
(NJ) and Frank Lautenberg (NJ). 

DISTRICT: New York 
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FACT SHEET 
INVESTIGATIONS 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS LINE: Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 
STUDY NAME: Raritan and Sandy Hook Bay, Leonardo, NJ 

AUTHORIZATION: Resolution adopted by the House of Representatives Committee on Public Works and 
Transportation on August 1, 1990, 

LOCATION: The Leonardo study area is iocated in the northeastern portion of Middietown Township in 
Monmouth County, New Jersey. 

DESCRIPTION: Low-lying residential and commercial structures in the area experience flooding caused 
by coastal storm Inundation. The feasibility study will determine the viability of Federal participation In flood 
and stonn damage reduction. 



FY2010 

FY 2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA: 

Feasibilitv 

PED 

Estimated Federal Cost 

$1,350,000 

$1,500,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 

1,350,000 

500,000 

Total Estimated Cost 

$2,700,000 

2,000,000 

Allocation thru FY 2008 

$1,350,000 

$ 25,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 

0 

96,000 

Allocation for FY 2010 

0 

22,000 

Recovery Act Allocation to Date 

0 

0 

Balance to complete after FY 2010 

0 

$1,357,000 


Benefit to Cost Ratio at 7% N/A TBD 

FY 2010 ACTIVITIES: Prior year feasibility funds are being used to complete the Feasibility Report in FY 
2010. FY 10 PED funds along with prior year PED funds will be used to initiate the Pre-constnjction, 
Engineering, and Design (PED) phase. PED funds will be used after the execution of a design agreement 
with non-Federal sponsor. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE: Completion of the feasibility phase is 
scheduled for FY 2010. 

OTHER INFORMATION: None. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST: Representative Frank Pallone. Jr.(NJ-06); Senators Lautenberg (NJ) 
and Menendez (NJ) 

DISTRICT: New York 
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FACT SHEET 
INVESTIGATIONS 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS LINE: Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 

STUDY NAME: Raritan Bay and Sandy Hook Bay, Union Beach, New Jersey 

AUTHORIZATION: Resolution adopted by the House of Representatives Committee on Public Works and 
Transportation on August 1, 1990. 

LOCATION: The study area is located in the northern portion of Monmouth County, New Jersey. It 
occupies about a 1 .8 square mile area of land along the coast of Raritan Bay. 

DESCRIPTION: The proposed plan provides for protection against beach erosion, tidal inundation, and 
wave attack along the shoreline as weii as against tidal flooding from the bay and the tidal creeks. 


FY2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA: PEP 

Estimated Federal Cost $ 750,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 250,000 

Total Estimated Cost $1,000,000 

Allocation thru FY 2008 $ 54,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 96,000 

Allocation for FY 2010 90,000 

Recovery Act Allocation to Date 0 

Balance to complete after FY 2010 $ 510,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% (1 .6) 


FY 2010 ACTIVITiES: PED funds are being used to continue with the PED phase efforts. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE: PED Phase completion to be determined, 
subject to availability of funds. 

OTHER INFORMATION : The non-federal sponsor is New Jersey Department of Environmental Protection 
(NJDEP). 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST: Representative Frank Pallone, Jr. (NJ-06); Senators Robert Menendez 
(NJ) and Frank Lautenberg (NJ). 

DISTRICT: New York 


1 February 2010 


NAD - 22 


54862B 


03/19/2010 



2855 


FACT SHEET 
INVESTIGATIONS 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS LINE : Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction, Ecosystem Restoration 

PROJECT/STUDY NAME AND STATE : Red Clay Creek, Christina River Watershed, DE 

AUTHORIZATION : Senate Committee on Environment and Public Works Resolution, dated October 29, 
1997. 

LOCATION : The Christina River Watershed is located in New Castle County in Delaware; Delaware, 
Chester, and Lancaster Counties in Pennsylvania; and Cecil County in Maryland. The watershed drains 
an approximate area of 565 square miies. 

DESCRIPTION : This study will investigate opportunities for reducing flood damage, improving aquatic 
habitat, and improving water quality. Various solutions to address these issues at specific locations within 
the watershed will be considered in depth during the feasibility phase. Possible alternative solutions 
include riparian buffer enhancement, stream bank stabilization, natural stream channel restoration, 
construction of fish passages, wetland creation & restoration, and structural flood damage reduction 
measures. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 
Estimated Federal Cost 
Estimated Non-Federal Cost 
Total Estimated Cost 


FY2010 
Feasibility Study 
$ 1,300,000 
$ 1,300,000 
$ 2,600,000 


Allocation thru 2008 $ 749,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 $ 287,000 

Allocation for FY 2010 $ 237,000 

Recovery Act Allocations to Date $ 0 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 $ 27,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7 (%) N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : FY201 0 Feasibility Study activities include plan formulations and screening of 
alternatives (Cycles 1,2,3), development of the recommended plan. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : FY2011 

OTHER INFORMATION : The current Feasibility Study is focusing primarily on Red Clay Creek within the 
State of Delaware. 


CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Senators Kaufman and Carper (DE), Representative Castle (DE-AL) 
DISTRICT : Philadelphia 


1 February 2010 


NAD - 23 


54862B 


03/19/2010 



2856 


FACT SHEET 
INVESTIGATIONS 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS LINE: Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 
STUDY NAME: Shrewsbury River Basin and Tributaries, NJ 

AUTHORIZATION: Resolution of the Committee on Transportation and Infrastnjcture of the House of 
Representatives, adopted 7 May 1997. 

LOCATION The study area includes the Townships of Sea Bright and Monmouth Beach in Monmouth 
County, New Jersey. 


DESCRIPTION: Frequent flooding occurs along the Shrewsbury River and its tributaries. Flooding is due 
to storm surges caused by hurricanes and northeasters that produce high tides, which back up normal 
river flow. 

FY2010 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA: Feasibility 

Estimated Federal Cost $1,684,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 1,400,000 

Total Estimated Cost $3,084,000 


Allocation thru FY 2008 $982,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 191,000 

Allocation for FY 201 0 458,000 

Recovery Act Allocation to Date 0 

Balance to complete after FY 201 0 53,000 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : FY 2010 funds are being used to complete the Feasibility Report including EA, 
and initiate peer review efforts. 


EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : The Feasibility Report is scheduled for 
completion in late FY 201 1 , subject to availability of funds. 

OTHER INFORMATION: None. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST: Representative Frank Pallone, Jr. (NJ-06); Senators Robert Menendez 
(NJ) and Frank Lautenberg (NJ). 


DISTRICT: New York 


1 February 2010 


NAD - 24 


54862B 


03/19/2010 



2857 


FACT SHEET 
INVESTIGATIONS 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS LINE: Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 
STUDY NAME: South River, Raritan River Basin, NJ 

AUTHORIZATION: U S. House of Representatives Committee on Public Woitrs and Transportation 
Resolution dated 13 May 1993. 

LOCATION: The flood damage reduction and ecosystem restoration study area Is located within the lower 
Raritan River Basin in Middlesex County, New Jersey. 

DESCRIPTION: The South River Is the first major tributary of the Raritan River, located about 8.3 miles 
upstream of the Raritan Bay. The South River is tidally controlled from its mouth upstream to Duhemal 
Lake Dam. The March ‘93 Nor'easter, which is regarded as the worst on record, caused evacuations of 
more than 200 people from their homes and business If the same flood were to occur today, it would 
cause about $10 million In damages. 


FY2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA: PEP 

Estimated Federal Cost $3,000,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 1 ,000,000 

Total Estimated Cost $4,000,000 

Allocation thru FY 2008 $704,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 263,000 

Allocation for FY 2010 314,000 

Recovery Act Allocation To Date 0 

Balance to complete after FY 2010 $1,719,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% (1.9) 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES: FY 2010 funds are being used to continue the Pre-constnjction Engineering and 
Design (PED) phase. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : PED Phase completion to be determined, 
subject to availability of funds. 

OTHER INFORMATION: Several sites for ecosystem restoration have been selected, including a 350- 
acre island along the Washington Canal and South River. The estimated project cost is $103,268,200, 
with an estimated Federal cost of $67,124,300, The average annual benefits for the flood damage 
reduction project amount to $9,161,400, all for flood damage reduction. The benefit-cost-ratio is 
approximately 2.2 to 1 . 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Representatives Frank Pallone, Jr. (NJ-06) and Rush Holt (NJ-12); 
Senators Robert Menendez (NJ) and Frank Lautenberg (NJ). 

DISTRICT: New York 


1 February 2010 
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FACT SHEET 
INVESTIGATIONS 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS LINE: Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction/Environmental 

PROJECT NAME AND STATE: Upper Delaware River Watershed, Livingston Manor, NY 

AUTHORIZATION: U.S. House of Representatives, Committee on T ransportation and Infrastructure 
Resolution No. 2495, Upper Delaware River Watershed, NY adopted May 9, 1 996. 

LOCATION: The study area is located in Sullivan County, New York. 

DESCRIPTION: This study encompasses the Willowemoc Creek watershed (upstream of the Highway 1 7 
Bridge); including Little Beaver Kill Creek and Cattail Book. Initial impetus of the studywas the January 1996 
storm event which caused over $19 million in damages in Sullivaand Delaware Counties, NY. Consecutive 
major floods in September 2004, April 2005 and June 2006, again caused devastation along the main stem 
Delaware River and its tributaries, repeatedly damaging property and disrupting tens of thousands of lives. 
The study includes structural and nonstructural flood risk management as well as flood plain, wetlands and 
ecosystem restoration and aquatic habitat improvement. 


FY2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA Feasibility Study 1/ 


Estimated Federal Cost 

$ 

583,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 

$ 

583,000 

Total Estimated Cost 

$1,166,000 

Allocation thru 2008 

$ 

250,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 

$ 

46,000 

Allocation for FY 2010 

$ 

90,000 

Recovery Act Allocations to Date 

$ 

0 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 

Benefit to Cost Ratio Applicable rate (%) 

$ 

197,000 

N/A 


y Reconnaissance study was completed under the Upper Delaware River Watershed, NY project. 

FY2010 ACTIVITIES : The l%connaissance Phase was completed with an executed FCSA on June26, 2009. 
The feasibility study was initiated In September 2009 with the appropriated funds andion-Federal sponsor's 
cost share funding. FY1 0 funds will be used to continue the feasibility study. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : FY2013 

OTHER INFORMATION : FY10 funds will be used to continue the feasibility study, including completion of 
HEC-RAS and HEC-HMS Flood Modeling and coordination with resource agencies to establish the existing 
conditions that contribute to area flooding and environment al degradation, followed by feasible alternative 
development through public coordination and formulation of a selected plan that provides reduction of flood 
damages along with habitat enhancement features. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Senators Gillibrand and Schumer (NY), Representative Hinchey 
(NY-22) 

DISTRICT : Philadelphia 


1 February 2010 
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FACT SHEET 
INVESTIGATIONS 
Enacted Studies and Prefects 

BUSINESS LINE : Flood Damage Reduction, Watershed Planning 

STUDY NAME: Upper Susquehanna River Basin Comprehensive Flood Risk Management Study, NY 

AUTHORIZATION: Resolution of the House Committee on Transportation and Infrastructure, 7 March 
1996 

LOCATION : The Susquehanna River Basin drains an area of 27,500 square miles, covering half of 
Pennsylvania, and portions of New York and Maryiand. This landmass encompasses over 43% of the 
Chesapeake Bay's total drainage area. 

DESCRIPTION : The purpose of the stu dy would be to identify flood damag e reduction measures for the 
residents and businesses within the Upper Susquehanna River Basin, New York. Damages prevented by 
the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers projects in June 2006 were vaiued at $450 M. However, many areas 
remain unprotected and sustained significant damages. There was also loss of life as a result of the June 
2006 eve nt. Followi ng the flood event, emerg ency prog rams (P L 84-99) and additional operation and 
maintenance funds were used to the fullest extent possible. While this aided in short-term and 
emergency-type a ssistance, these funds are not available for proactive planning and evaluations to 
forecast or address future flood events and problem areas. In addition, the short term and emergency 
funds are for site -specific issues th at arise following a flood event and are not applicable for 
comprehensive watershed or basin-wide solutions. A system-based a pproach will Identify appropriate 
Federal and non-Federal problem areas and Investments to reduce future flood damages and save lives. 


FY2010 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA: 

Recon 

Feasibilitv 

Estimated Federal Cost 

$300,000 

$ 1,750,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 

0 

1,750,000 

Cash 

(0) 

(0) 

Other 

(0) 

1,750,000 

Total Estimated Study 

$300,000 

$3,500,000 

Allocation thru FY 2008 

$0 

$ 0 

Allocation for FY 2009 

0 

0 

Allocation for FY 2010 

90,000 

0 

Balance to Complete After FY 2010 

$ 210,000 

$ 1,750,000 

Remaining Benefits Remaining Costs 

Ratio (7%) 

N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES: A project delivery team will be formed and meetings coordinated with local 
interests to determine appropriate study needs. A Section 905(b) reconnaissance analysis and a draft 
project management plan will be completed. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE: The execution of a feasibility cost-sharing 
agreement is expected in 201 1 and the final comprehensive plan is expected in 2014. 

OTHER INFORMATION : None. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST: Senators Gillibrand and Schumer (NY), and Representatives Hinchey 
(NY-22) and Arcuri (NY-24). 

DISTRICT: Baltimore 


1 February 2010 
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FACT SHEET 
INVESTIGATIONS 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS LINE : Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 
PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Vicinity of Willoughby Spit, Virginia 
AUTHORIZATION : Section 501 of the WRDA 86, as amended. 

LOCATION : In the City of Norfolk, VA, along 7.3 miles of southern Chesapeake Bay shore extending from 
the tip of Willoughby Spit to Little Creek Inlet. 

DESCRIPTION : The 1 986 WRDA authorized the constmction and periodic nourishment of a 60-foot wide 
beach berm, at an elevation of 5.0 feet above mean low water, tor the entire shoreline. The City 
requested restart of Preconstruction Engineering and Design (PED) including General Reevaluation to 
determine continued Federal interest in the project. 


FY2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA PED 

Estimated Federal Cost 1 ,564,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 521 ,000 

Cash 521,000 

Other 0 

Total Estimated Cost 2,085,000 

Allocation thru FY 2008 1 ,034,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 287,000 

Recovery Act Allocations to Date 0 

Allocation for FY 2010 218,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 201 0 25,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 1 .5 


(1 ) From last approved project decision document (1983) 

FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Continue the General Reevaluation Study, including plan formulation, coastal 
modeling, and NEPA field Investigations. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : FY2012 
OTHER INFORMATION : N/A 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST: Senators Warner (VA), Webb (VA); Rep Nye (VA-2). 

DISTRICT: Norfolk 


1 February 2010 
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FACT SHEET 
INVESTIGATIONS 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS LINE : Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 
STUDY NAME : Winooski River, Montpelier, VT 

AUTHORIZATION : Section 309(1) of the Water Resources Development Act of 1992; P.L. 102-580 

LOCATION : The study area consists of the section of Montpelier which lies within the 500 year fluvial 
floodplain of the Winooski River and its tributaries. 

DESCRIPTION : A Reconnaissance Study was completed in 1996, which confirmed Federal Interest and 
potential solutions. Due to City budget issues, the project was not earned forward In 1996. However, as a 
result of a potentially serious freeze-up ice jam event in January 2006, the City of Montpelier, VT 
partnered with the State of Vermont, expressed renewed interest in advancing the 1 996 Reconnaissance 
study forward into the Feasibility Phase. In FY 2008, $25,000 were re-programmed to this study to enable 
the District to coordinate with the City and the State of Vermont. A PMP was prepared; the City is 
prepared to execute a Feasibility Cost Sharing Agreement once the FCSA is approved for execution. 


FY2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA Feasibility 

Estimated Federal Cost 1,250,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 1 ,000,000 

Total Estimated Cost 2,250,000 

Allocation thru FY 2008 0 

Allocation for FY 2009 10,000 1/, 

Allocation forFY2010 179, 000 

Recovery Act Allocation To Date 0 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 1,061,000 


1/ FY09 Conference amount was $239,000 , which is expected when the Peer Review Plan gets 
approved, as concurred upon by North Atlantic Division. 

FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : FY 10 funds will be used to initiate Feasibility Phase including: determination of 
existing conditions through hydrologic survey updates, structural Inventory surveys, and review of existing 
ruports. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : FY2012, if full funding is provided. 

OTHER INFORMATION : None 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Sen. Sanders (VT), Sen. Leahy (VT), Rep, Welch (DAH’-At Large) 
DISTRICT : New York 


1 February 2010 
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FACT SHEET 
INVESTIGATIONS 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS LINE : Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction & Environment 

PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Wreck Pond, Monmouth County, NJ 

AUTHORIZATION : Study Resolution by the House Transportation and Infrastructure 
Committee, dated 26 October 2005. 


LOCATION : The study area is the watershed of Wreck Pond, which includes the Borough of 
Spring Lake, New Jersey. 


DESCRIPTION : Problems in the pond include ecosystem degradation due to sedimentation as 
well as flooding during periods when high tides coincide with severe rainfall events. 



FY 2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA fSOOOl 

Study 

Estimated Federal Cost 

$ 100,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 

$ 0 

Total Estimated Cost 

$ 100,000 

Allocation thru FY 2008 

$ 0 

Allocation for FY 2009 

$ 0 

Allocation for FY 2010 

$ 90,000 

Recovery Act Allocation to Date 

0 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 

$ 10,000 

Benefit Cost Ratio @ 7% 

N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : FY 2010 funds will be used to initiate and complete the reconnaissance 
report to identify potential flood risk management, ecosystem restoration and other opportunities 
within the project area. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : The reconnaissance phase would 
be completed in FY10. 

OTHER INFORMATION : None. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Christopher Smith (NJ-4); Senators Frank Lautenberg (NJ) 
and Robert Menendez(NJ) 


DISTRICT: New York 


1 February 2010 
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Construction 


2863 


1 February 2010 
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2864 


FACT SHEET 
CONSTRUCTION 
Enacted Projects and Studies 

BUSINESS LINE : Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 

PROJECT NAME: Atlantic Coast of Maryland Hurricane and Shoreline Protection, MD 

AUTHORIZATION: Section 501(a) of WRDA 1986 (PL 99-662) and as amended by Section 104 of the 
Energy and Water Development Appropriations Act of 1990 (PL 101-101). 

LOCATION : The project is iocated in Worcester County, Maryland. Fenwick and Assateague Islands 
form the Atlantic Coast of Maryland and extend in a north-south direction from Delaware Bay to 
Chincoteague inlet, Virginia. 

DESCRIPTION : Completed in 1991, the project consisted of widening and raising the beach from 3rd 
Street in Ocean City, MD to the Maryland - Delaware line (about 8.3 miles) and a 0.3 mile transition 
into Delaware, construction of a steel sheetpile bulkhead from 4th street to the north end of the 
boardwalk at 27th Street (about 1 .4 miles), construction of a sand dune from the north end of the 
boardwalk to the Maryland - Delaware line (about 6.9 miles plus a 0.3 mile transition into Delaware), 
and project operation and maintenance (non-Federal cost). The long-term features of the project 
include monitoring and renourishment (cost shared 53%/47%) over an economic life of 50 years. 
Maintenance of the dune and berm above +6 ft meters National Geodetic Vertical Datum (NGVO) is 
the financial responsibility of the non-Federal sponsor. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL Data 
Estimated Federal Cost $ 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost $ 

Cash $ 

Other $ 

Total Estimated Project Cost $ 

Allocation thru FY 2008 
Allocation for FY 2009 
Allocation for FY 2010 

Balance to Complete After FY 201 0 $ 

Benefit to Cost Ratio at 7% - (2.1 ) 

1/ Includes Investigations (PED) costs in the 


FY2010 

Constructio n 

270.300.000 /I 

229.700.000 

229.166.000 

534,000 

500,000,000 

$ 43,894,000 /I 
$ 100,000 
$ 2,906,000 

223.400.000 


of$2.64M 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES: Funds in the amount of $2,906,000 will be used for annual monitoring 
requirements ($100,000) and to design and award approximately two thirds (64%) of the required 
periodic beach nourishment ($2,806,000). 


EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : With optimum funding, the project would 
be completed in September 2044. 


OTHER INFORMATION: None. 


CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST: Senators Cardin (MD) and Mikulski (MD), and Representatives 
Kratovil (MD-01), Ruppersberger (MD-02), Sarbanes (MD-03), Hoyer (MD-05), and Cummings (MD- 
07). 

DISTRICT: Baltimore 


1 Febnjaty 2010 
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FACT SHEET 
CONSTRUCTION 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE : Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 
PROJECT NAME AND STATE : Barnegat Inlet to Little Egg Harbor Inlet, NJ 


AUTHORIZATION: Section 101 (a) (1 ) of WRDA 2000 


LOCATION: The project area extends approximately 20 miles from Barnegat Inlet to Little Egg 
Harbor Inlet along the Atlantic coast of New Jersey. The project area is commonly referred to as 
Long Beach Island and is approximately 14 miles north of Atlantic City. 


DESCRIPTION : The selected plan consists of berm and dune restoration utilizing sand 
obtained from offshore borrow sources. This plan would require 4.95 million cubic yards of 
sand for initial berm placement, and 2.45 million cubic yards for dune placement. Approximately 
1.9M CY would be needed for periodic nourishment every 7 years for the 50-year period of 
analysis. 

FY2010 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA: 
Estimated Federal Cost 
Estimated Non-Federal Cost 
Cash 
Other 

Total Estimated Project Cost 


Construction 1/ 
$134,600,000 
$106,000,000 
$104,569,000 
$ 1,431,000 

$240,600,000 


Allocation thru FY 2008 
Allocation for FY 2009 
Allocation for FY 2010 
Recovery Act Allocations To Date 
Balance to Complete After FY10 
Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 

1/ Amounts include PED costs. 


$ 14,869,500 
$ 11,700,000 
$ 4,844,000 
$ 0 
$103,186,500 
1.6 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES: A portion of the funds is being used for project monitoring. Project 
Delivery Team Is determining if funds are adequate to continue initial construction with the 
advertisement and award of the next construction contract. An assessment of the necessary 
real estate for the next initial construction contract is also taking place. If the funds are not 
adequate the balance after monitoring will be carried over until adequate funds and the 
necessary real estate are received to initiate the next initial construction contract. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : FY 2064 is an estimated 
completion date based on receipt of initial construction funds. This is based on 50-years from 
completion of initial construction since this project is a Flood and Coastal Storm Damage 
Reduction Project with a 50-year project life. 

OTHER INFORMATION: The non-Federal sponsor is the NJDEP. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST: Rep. Adler (NJ-3), Rep. Frelinghuysen (NJ-11), Sen. 
Lautenberg (NJ) & Sen. Menendez (NJ) 

DISTRICT: Philadelphia 


1 February 2010 


NAD - 33 


54862B 


03/19/2010 



2866 


FACT SHEET 
CONSTRUCTION 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS LINE : Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 


PROJECT NAME AND STATE: Brigantine Inlet to Great Egg Harbor Inlet, Absecon Island, NJ 
AUTHORIZATION: Section 101(b){13)ofWRDA 1996 

LOCATION: The Absecon Island project is located along Atlantic Coast of New Jersey, 
extending about 8.1 miles from Absecon Inlet to Great Egg Harbor Inlet. The project area 
Includes Atlantic City, Ventnor, Margate and Longport. 


DESCRIPTION: The recommended project consists of providing 6.2 million cubic yards of initial 
beachfill, with subsequent periodic nourishment of 1.6 million cubic yards every three years, for 
a 200-foot-wide berm at elevation 8.5 feet NGVD and a dune to elevation 16 feet NGVD for 
Atlantic City, and a 100-foot-wide berm at elevation 8.5 feet NGVD and a dune to 14 feet NGVD 
for Ventnor, Margate and Longport along 6.1 miles of shoreline. The plan also includes 0.3 
miles of bulkhead construction along the Absecon Inlet frontage of Atlantic City. 

FY2010 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA: 
Estimated Federal Cost 
Estimated Non-Federal Cost 
Cash 
Other 

Total Estimated Project Cost 


Construction 1/ 
$204,000,000 
$109,700,000 
$ 96,284,000 
$ 13,416,000 
$313,700,000 


Allocation thru FY 2008 
Allocation for FY 2009 
Allocation for FY 2010 
Recovery Act Allocations to Date 
Balance to Complete After FY10 
Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 

1/ Amounts include PED costs. 


$ 19,843,677 
$ 1,914,000 

$ 1,890,000 
$ 0 
$180,352,323 
2.0 


FY 201 0 ACTIVITIES: A portion of the funds are being used for project monitoring. The team is 
determining if funds are adequate to initiate Z"** nourishment cycle or the initial construction of 
the Atlantic City bulkhead. The sponsor has informed the Corps that their priority is the 2"'’ 
nourishment cycle. If the funds are not adequate to initiate the Z"" nourishment cycle they will be 
carried over until adequate funds have been received. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : The estimated completion date is 
2055. This date is based on 50-years from completion of initial construction since this project is 
a Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction Project with a 50-year project life. 

OTHER iNFORMATION: The non-Federal sponsor is the NJDEP. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST: Rep. LoBiondo (NJ-02), Rep. Frelinghuysen (NJ-11), Sen. 
Lautenberg (NJ) & Sen. Menendez (NJ) 

DISTRICT : Philadelphia 


1 February 2010 
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2867 


FACT SHEET 
CONSTRUCTION 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS LINE : Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 

PROJECT NAME: Brigantine Inlet to Great Egg Harbor Inlet, Brigantine Island, NJ 


AUTHORIZATION: Section 101(b)(12)ofWRDA 1999 

LOCATION: The project is located in the City of Brigantine, along the Atlantic coast of New 
Jersey in Atlantic County about five miles north of Atlantic City. 

DESCRIPTION: The project recommends a berm, end tapers, and a dune over the length of 
the project. The project includes dune grass plantings and sand fencing. Initial construction will 
place 648,000 cubic yards of sand on the beach. Subsequent periodic nourishment will require 
312,000 cubic yards of sand every 6 years over the 50-year project life. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA : 
Estimated Federal Cost 
Estimated Non-Federal Cost 
Cash 
Other 

Total Estimated Project Cost 


FY2010 
Construction 1/ 
$29,000,000 
$15,600,000 
$15,562,000 
$ 38,000 

$44,600,000 


Allocation thru FY 2008 
Aliocation for FY 2009 
Allocation for FY 2010 
Recovery Act Allocations To Date 
Balance to Complete After FY 2010 
Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 

1/ Amounts include PED Costs. 


$ 3,672,917 

$ 77,000 

$ 80,000 

$ 0 

$25,170,083 

1.2 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES: Funds are being used for project monitoring. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : The estimate completion date is 
2055. This date is based on 50-years from completion of initial construction since this project is 
a Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction Project with a 50-year project life. 

OTHER INFORMATION: The non-Federal sponsor is the New Jersey Department of 
Environmental Protection. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST: Rep. LoBiondo (NJ-02), Rep. Frelinghuysen (NJ-11), Sen. 
Lautenberg (NJ) & Sen. Menendez (NJ) 

DISTRICT: Philadelphia 


1 February 2010 
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2868 


FACT SHEET 
CONSTRUCTION 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS LINE : Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 

PROJECT NAME : Delaware Coast from Cape Henlopen to Fenwick isiand, Bethany Beach to 
South Bethany, DE 

AUTHORiZATiON : Section 101 (a) (15) of WRDA 1999 

LOCATION : The Bethany Beach to South Bethany Beach project area stretches for 
approximately 2.8 miles along the northern part of the Atlantic Ocean coast of Deiaware in Sussex 
County, Deiaware. 

DESCRIPTiON : The recommended plan consists of a sand fill beach and dune project, in two 
independent discontinuous segments, for both Bethany Beach and South Bethany. The pian at 
each iocation consists of a 1 50-foot wide berm at an elevation of +7.0 feet NAVD, and a dune at an 
elevation of +16.0 feet NAVD. The initial beachfill will be 3.5 million cubic yards, with subsequent 
nourishment of 480,000 cubic yards every three years. Project iength is 14,950 feet. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA: 

FY2010 
Construction 1/ 

Estimated Federal Cost 

$ 92,800,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 

$ 49,900,000 

Cash 

$ 48,907,000 

Other 

$ 993,000 

Total Estimated Project Cost 

$142,700,000 

Allocation thru FY 2008 

$ 18,022,903 

Allocation for FY 2009 

$ 0 

Allocation for FY 2010 

$ 969,000 

Recovery Act Allocations To Date 

$ 0 

Balance to Complete after FY10 

$ 73,808,097 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 

1.6 


1/ Amounts include PEO costs. 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES: Project monitoring being accomplished with a portion of funds. Balance will 
be carried over until adequate funds received to complete the 2"“ nourishment cycle. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : The estimated completion date is 
2057. This date is based on 50-years from completion of initial construction since this project is a 
Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction Project with a 50-year project life. 

OTHER INFORMATION : The non-Federal sponsor is the Delaware Department of Natural 
Resources and Environmental Control. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Rep. Castle (DE-AL), Sen. Carper (DE) and Sen. Kaufman (DE). 
DISTRICT: Philadelphia 


1 February 2010 
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FACT SHEET 
CONSTRUCTION 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS LINE : Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 

PROJECT NAME: Delaware Coast, Cape Henlopen to Fenwick Island, Rehoboth Beach and 
Dewey Beach, Delaware 

AUTHORIZATION: Section 307 of WRDA 2000 

LOCATION: The project is located on the Atlantic coast of Delaware just north of the Delaware 
Seashore State Park. The project for the purpose of Hurricane and Storm Damage Protection at 
Rehoboth Beach and Dewey Beach consists of one continuous project, from the northern end of 
Rehoboth Beach to the southern border of Dewey Beach, a distance of 13,500 linear feet. 

DESCRIPTION : Along Rehoboth Beach, the plan provides for a 125-foot wide berm at elevation 
+8.0 feet NGVD and a dune at elevation +14.0 feet NGVD. At Dewey Beach, the project would 
transition to a 150-foot wide berm at elevation +8.0 feet NGVD and a dune at elevation +14.0 feet 
NGVD. The plan includes dune grass, dune fencing, and suitable advance beachfill and periodic 
nourishment every three years to ensure the integrity of the design. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA: 

FY2010 
Construction 1/ 

Estimated Federal Cost 

$ 

56,500,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 

$ 

30,400,000 

Cash 

$ 

27,230,800 

Other 

$ 

3,169,200 

Total Estimated Project Cost 

$ 

86,900,000 

Allocation thru FY 2008 

$ 

14,666,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 

$ 

0 

Allocation for FY 2010 

$ 

969,000 

Recovery Act Allocations To Date 

$ 

0 

Balance to Complete After FY 2010 

$ 

40,865,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 


1.8 


1/ Amounts include PED costs. 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES: A portion of funds are being used for project monitoring. The balance will 
be carried over until adequate funds are received to complete the 2"'’ nourishment cycle. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE: The estimate completion date is 
2055. This date is based on 50-years from completion of initial construction since this project is a 
Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction Project with a 50-year project life. 

OTHER INFORMATION: The non-Federal sponsor is the Delaware Department of Natural 
Resources and Environmental Control. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST: Rep. Castle (DE-AL), Sen. Carper (DE) and Sen. Kaufman (DE). 
DISTRICT: Philadelphia 


1 February 2010 


NAD - 37 


54862B 


03/19/2010 



2870 


FACT SHEET 
CONSTRUCTION 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS LINE : Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 

PROJECT NAME : Delaware Coast Protection, DE 

AUTHORIZATION: Flood Control Act of 1 968 and the Water Resources Development Act of 
1986 (P.L. 99-662) 

LOCATION: Sussex County, Delaware, on the Atlantic Ocean at Indian River Inlet. 

DESCRIPTION: The plan of improvement consists of constructing a sand bypassing plant and 
operation of said plant for periodic nourishment of a feeder beach (approximately 1 00,000 cubic 
yards of sand, annually) to nourish approximately 3,500 feet of feeder beach on the north side 
of the inlet and protect the Delaware Route 1 highway. The nourishment consists of reimbursing 
the State of Delaware for the Federal share of the annual O&M costs of the sand bypass plant. 
Initial construction was completed in 1990. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA: 
Estimated Federal Cost 
Estimated Non-Federal Cost 
Cash 
Other 

Total Estimated Project Cost 


FY2010 
Construction 1/ 
$11,800,000 
$13,800,000 
$ 441,000 

$13,359,000 
$25,600,000 


Allocation thru FY 2008 
Allocation for FY 2009 
Allocation for FY 2010 
Recovery Act Allocations To Date 
Balance to Complete After FY 2010 
Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 

1/ Amounts include PED costs. 


$ 7.370,953 
$ 373,000 

$ 368,000 

$ 0 
$ 3,688,047 
20.3 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES: Funds being used for project monitoring and to reimburse the State of 
Delaware for the Federal share of the annual O&M cost of the sand bypass plant. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : The estimated completion date is 
2028. This date is based on 50-years from completion of initial construction since this project is 
a Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction Project with a 50-year project life. 

OTHER INFORMATION: The non-Federal sponsor is the Delaware Department of Natural 
Resources and Environmental Control. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST: Rep. Castle (DE-AL), Sen. Carper (DE) & Sen. Kaufman (DE). 
DISTRICT: Philadelphia 


1 February 2010 


NAD - 38 


54862B 


03/19/2010 



2871 


FACT SHEET 
CONSTRUCTION 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE: Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 

PROJECT NAME : East Rockaway Inlet to Rockaway Inlet and Jamaica Bay, New York. 

AUTHORIZATION : The Flood Control Act of 1965, as amended. Based upon a Reevaluation 
Report (May 1 993), prepared in accordance with Section 156 of WRDA 1 976 and Section 934 
of WRDA 1986, as amended, extension of periodic nourishment for the 6.2 miles project 
shoreline was approved for three additional nourishment cycles, with Federal participation 
scheduled to end in 2004. The report, as per Section 506 WRDA 1996, also recommended that 
a reformulation of the entire project be undertaken to determine continued federal interest in the 
project. 

LOCATION : The Project is located in Borough of Queens on the South shore of Long Island 
between East Rockaway Inlet and Rockaway Inlet, approximately 7 miles southeast of the 
Battery, New York City. 


DESCRIPTION : The project provides a 1 00 foot wide berm at an elevation of +1 0 feet NGVD, 
for a distance of 6.2 miles between Beach 149“’ St. and Beach 19“' St. of Rockaway Beach. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA: 
Estimated Federal Cost 
Estimated Non-Federal Cost 
Total Estimated Cost 


FY2010 

Construction 

$63,900,000 

$46,000,000 

$109,900,000 


Allocation thru FY 2008 $48,299,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 $699,000 

Allocation for FY 201 0 $242,000 

Recovery Act Allocation T o Date 0 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 $14,660,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 2.2 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : FY10 funds are being used to continue the reformulation study for the 
Rockaway peninsula in a limited scope due to lack of adequate study funds. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE: Project construction completion to 
be determined, subject to availability of funds. 

OTHER INFORMATION: None. 


CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Representatives Anthony Weiner (NY-9) and Gregory Meeks 
(NY-6); Senators Charles Schumer (NY) and Gillibrand (NY) 

DISTRICT: New York 


1 February 2010 


NAD - 39 


54862B 


03/19/2010 



2872 


FACT SHEET 
CONSTRUCTION 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS LINE: Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 

PROJECT NAME : Great Egg Harbor Inlet to Townsends Inlet, NJ 

AUTHORIZATION: Section 1001(30) WRDA 2007 

LOCATION: This study is a portion of the New Jersey coastline extending approximately 15 
miles from Great Egg Harbor Inlet to Townsends Inlet in Cape May County. 

DESCRIPTION : A draft feasibility report was submitted in December 2000 and recommended 
dune with berm shoreline protection for southern Ocean City and Ludlam Island. Varying 
periodic nourishment would be required: Ocean City every 3 years and Ludlam Island every 5 

FY2010 
Construction 1/ 

$122,484,000 
$108,516,000 
$108,057,000 
$ 459,000 

$231,000,000 

$ 1,043,292 
$ 239,000 

$ 1,853,000 
$ 0 
$119,348,708 
1.6 

1/ Amounts include PED costs. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA : 
Estimated Federal Cost 
Estimated Non-Federal Cost 
Cash 
Other 

Total Estimated Project Cost 

Allocation thru FY 2008 
Allocation for FY 2009 
Allocation for FY 2010 
Recovery Act Allocations To Date 
Balance to Complete After FY10 
Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES: A portion of the funds are being used to prepare, negotiate and execute 
the Project Partnership Agreement along with initial real estate coordination. The remainder will 
be carried over until adequate funds are received to initiate initial construction. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE: FY 2063 is an estimated 
completion date based on receipt of initial construction funds. This is based on 50-years from 
completion of initial construction since this project is a Flood and Coastal Storm Damage 
Reduction Project with a 50-year project life. 

OTHER INFORMATION: The non-Federal sponsor is the NJDEP. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST: Rep, LoBiondo (NJ-02), Rep. Frelinghuysen (NJ-1 1 ), Sen. 
Lautenberg (NJ) & Sen. Menendez (NJ) 

DISTRICT : Philadelphia 


1 February 2010 


NAD - 40 


54862B 


03/19/2010 



2873 


FACT SHEET 
CONSTRUCTION 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS LINE: Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 
PROJECT NAME : Hackensack Meadowlands, New Jersey 
AUTHORIZATION : Section 324 of WRDA 1992, as amended. 

LOCATION: The Hackensack Meadowlands, located in Bergen and Hudson Counties, New Jersey 
is an integral part of the New York - New Jersey Harbor estuary. 


DESCRIPTION: Approximately 8,450 acres of wetlands and waterbodies that remain in the 
Meadowlands make this the largest remaining brackish tidal wetland complex in the estuary. These 
areas are significant for concentrations of federal trust species including waterfowl, wading birds, 
shorebirds, raptors, anadromous fish, estuarine fish, and terrapins. Much of these areas are 
degraded due to physical disturbances, such as filling and alterations to natural hydrologic 
connections, point and non-point pollution, and extensive dominant monocultures. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA : 
Estimated Federal Cost 
Estimated Non-Federal Cost: 

Total Estimated Study Cost 


FY 2010 
Construction 
$20,000,000 
$6,667,000 
$26,667,000 


Allocation Through FY 2008 $4,975,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 $96,000 

Allocation for FY 2010 $230,000 

Recovery Act Allocation To Date 0 

Balance to Complete After FY 2010 $14,699,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio Applicable Rate N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : The non-federal sponsor has expressed interest in the Corps providing 
support in evaluating a number of possible environmental restoration and flood control improvement 
measures located in the Meadowlands District. FY 2010 funds are being used to initiate design to 
rehabilitate non-functional tide gates in the upper regions of the Berry’s Creek. 


EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : Project completion to be determined, 
subject to availability of funds, 

OTHER INFORMATION : Since the subject authorization does not include federal CW evaluation 
and approval processes, this item, while for the purposes of environmental restoration, which is an 
administration priority, is not budgeted. The non-federal sponsor is the New Jersey Meadowlands 
Commission (formerly the Hackensack Meadowlands Development Commission). A Design 
Agreement with the N JMC was executed in March 2000 to perform the technical studies. WRDA 
2007 amended the prior authorization. Amendments included refinement of study purpose and 
federal funding limits. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Congressman Rothman (NJ-9); Senators Robert Menendez (NJ) 
and Frank Lautenberg (NJ) 

DISTRICT: New York 


1 February 2010 


NAD - 41 


54862B 


03/19/2010 



2874 


FACT SHEET 
CONSTRUCTION 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE: Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 

PROJECT NAME: Joseph G. Minish Passaic River Waterfront Park and Historic Area, Newark, NJ. 


AUTHORIZATION : Section 101a(18)(B) of the WRDAof 1990 as modified by Section 102(p) of 
WRDA 1992 and Section 301(b)(10)of WRDA 1996. 

LOCATION: The project lies along the west bank of the Passaic River between Bridge and Brill 
Streets in the City of Newark. 

DESCRIPTION : Phase I consists of the construction of 6,000 feet of new bulkhead, and 3,200 feet 
of restored riverbank and wetlands. Remaining phases of the project include a walkway and park 
facilities along the river. The non-Federal sponsor is the State of New Jersey Department of 
Environmental Protection. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA: 

Estimated Federal Cost 
Estimated Non-Federal Cost 
Total Estimated Cost 

Allocation thru FY 2008 
Allocation for FY 2009 
Allocation for FY 2010 
Recovery Act Allocation To Date 
Balance to Complete after FY 2010 
Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 

FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : FY10 funds are being ui 
for (l)Riverbank Stabilization Contract #4B, & 


FY 2010 
Construction 
$59,100,000 
$19,700,000 
$78,800,000 

$24,685,000 

$3,000,000 

$2,350,000 

0 

$29,065,000 

2.0 

to complete design and Plans & Specifications 
Phase I bulkhead construction Contract Area 3. 


EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE: Project constmction completion to be 
determined, subject to availability of funds. 


OTHER INFORMATION : None 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Representatives Donald Payne (NJ-10), Albio Sires (NJ-13) and 
Steven Rothman (NJ-9); Senators Menendez (NJ) and Lautenberg (NJ) 

DISTRICT: New York 


1 February 2010 


NAD -42 


54862B 


03/19/2010 



2875 


FACT SHEET 
CONSTRUCTION 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

Business Line : Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 
PROJECT NAME : Lackawanna River, Scranton, PA 

AUTHORIZATION : Section 101(17) of PL 102-580 (WRDA 1992), as amended by Section 342 
of PL 1 04-303 (WRDA 1 996), and the Energy and Water Development Appropriations Act of 
1999. 


LOCATION : Along the Lackawanna River in the northeastern portion of the Commonwealth of 
Pennsylvania in Lackawanna County. 


DESCRIPTION : The Albright Ave. portion of the project provides for 6,800 feet of earth levee, 
700 feet of concrete floodwall, 3 closure structures, interior drainage facilities, 2,700 feet of 
gabion slope protection, an improved flood warning system, removal of a railroad bridge, access 
ramps, and associated cultural mitigation. The Green Ridge and Plot portions of the project 
include 13,750 feet of levee and floodwall, 5 closure structures, and interior drainage facilities. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 
Estimated Federal Cost 
Estimated Non-Federal Cost 
Cash 
Other 

Total Estimated Project Cost 

Allocation thru FY 2008 

Allocation for FY 2009 

Recovery Allocations to Date 

Allocation for FY 2010 

Balance to Complete After FY 2010 

Benefit to Cost Ratio at 7% 1 .3 

1/ Includes $1,783,000 Investigations PED funds. 


FY2010 
Construction 
$65,924,000 1/ 
$25,016,000 
$ 4,140,000 
$20,876,000 
$90,940,000 

$50,793,000 
$ 4,576,000 
$ 6,830,000 
$ 484,000 

$ 3,241,000 


and complete portions of the Non-Structural 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Funds will be used to initiate 
flood risk management work. 


OTHER INFORMATION: None. 


EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETEION FY FOR PHASE : With optimum future year funding 
this construction project would be complete in FY 2012. 


CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Senators Specter (PA) and Casey (PA), Representative 
Kanjorski (PA-1 1 ) 

DISTRICT: Baltimore 


1 February 2010 


NAD - 43 


54862B 


03/19/2010 



2876 


FACT SHEET 
CONSTRUCTION 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE: Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 
PROJECT NAME : Orchard Beach, NY. 

AUTHORIZATIONS: Section 309(e) of WRDA 1992, Sectior654 of WRDA 1996 and Section 3121 of WRDA 
2007. 

LOCATION : Orchard Beach is located on the north side of Long Island Sound in the Borough of the 
Bronx, New York, within Pelham Bay Park. 


DESCRIPTION: Orchard Beach is an artificial beach constructed by the City of New York. The beach is 
located along a crescent-shaped strip of land that is about 1 ,000-feet wide and one-mile long and has 
groins at the north and south terminal points. Coastal erosion has reduced the size of the existing beach 
to an extent such that serious overcrowding occurs among the beach users. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA: 
Estimated Federal Cost 
Estimated Non Federal Cost 
Cash 
Other 

Total Estimated Cost 


FY2010 

CONSTRUCTION 

$ 10 , 000 , 0001 / 

$10,000,000 

$20,000,000 

0 

$ 20 , 000,000 


/Allocation thru FY 2008 $2,889,000 

Allocation tor FY 2009 $3,200,000 

Allocation tor FY 201 0 $945,000 

Recovery Act Allocation To Date 0 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 $2,966,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 5.3 


1/ WRDA 2007 reauthorized this project for increased Federal share from $5.2M to $10M, with total cost 
of $20M. This now aliows full project cost-sharing, including Federal participation in future project 
nourishments. 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES: FY 1 0 funds along with prior year funds are being used to execute a PPA with the 
non-Federal sponsor and Initiate a fully funded Initial beachfill construction contract. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE: FY2011. 

OTHER INFORMATION: Section 309(e) of WRDA 1992 and Section 554 of WRDA 1996 limited the 
Federal cost to $5,200,000. Subsequently, Section 3121 of the Water Resources Development Act of 
2007 has increased the Federal share from $5,2M to $10M, with a total project cost of $20M. This now 
allows full project cost-sharing, including Federal participation in future project nourishments. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST: Representatives Joseph Crowley (NY-7) and Jose Semano (NY-16); 
Senators Charles Schumer (NY) and Kirsten Gillibrand (NY) 

DISTRICT: New York 


1 February 2010 


NAD -44 


54862B 


03/19/2010 



2877 


FACT SHEET 
CONSTRUCTION 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS LINE: Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 

PROJECT NAME: Passaic River Basin Flood Management, NJ 

AUTHORIZATION : Section 1 148 of WRDA 1986 as amended by Section 333 of WRDA 1996 and 
Sec 327 of WRDA 2000 


LOCATION: The project area is located along the Passaic River in north central New Jersey. 

DESCRIPTION : The project area spanning over 9 municipalitie are susceptible to recurrentflooding. 
To mitigate this severe flooding problem, the recommended solution involves the acquisition of 
approximately 800 frequently flooded horres in the Floodway The non-Federal sponsor Is the State of 
New Jersey Department of Environmental Protection (NJDEP). 

FY2010 
Construction 
$145,500,000 
$48,500,000 
$194,000,000 

$1,056,000 
$1,000,000 
$5,000,000 
0 

$138,444,000 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA: 
Estimated Federal Cost 
Estimated Non-Federal Cost 
Total Estimated Cost 

Allocation thru FY 2008 
Allocation for FY 2009 
Allocation for FY 2010 
Recovery Act Allocation To Date 
Balance to Complete after FY 2010 
Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% (0.4) 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : FY10 funds along with prior year funds are being used to execute a PPA and 
initiate acquisition of homes in the floodway. 


EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE: Project construction completion to be 
determined, subject to availability of funds. 

OTHER INFORMATION : The Corps completed a study on the Passaic River Floodway Buyout in 
October 1995. The study found that a widespread Floodway buy-out plan was not economically 
justified and therefore not in the Federal interest. To the extent that funds are appropriated, buy- 
outs will be implemented based upon the decision document. A decision document titled Passaic 
River Floodway Buyout Study Limited Update was completed in August 2005 and is the basis of 
executing the PPA for the project. The agreement is for acquisition and demolition of 30 homes in 
Pompton Lake and Hoffman Grove area. 


CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Representatives William Pascrell, Jr. (NJ-8) and Rodney 
Frelinghuysen (N J-1 1 ); Senators Robert Menendez (NJ) and Frank Lautenberg (NJ). 


DISTRICT: New York 


1 February 2010 


NAD - 45 


54862B 


03/19/2010 



2878 


FACT SHEET 
CONSTRUCTION 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS LINE: Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 

PROJECT NAME : Ramapo and Mahwah Rivers, Mahwah, New Jersey and Suffern, New York 
(Ramapo and Mahwah River Construction Project) 

AUTHORIZATION : Section 401 of the Water Resources Development Act of 1986. 

LOCATION: The proposed project is located on the Ramapo and Mahwah Rivers in Mahwah, New 
Jersey gnd Suffern, New York. 

DESCRIPTION : The proposed project consists of channel improvements to 13,000 feet of the 
Ramapo River, Mahwah River, and Masonicus Brook. Environmental protection measures are 
included in the project. Conditions since the project was authorized have changed, requiring a 
General Reevaluation Report. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA: 
Estimated Federal Cost 
Estimated Non-Federal Cost 
Total Estimated Cost 


FY2010 

Construction fGRRI 
$3,799,000 
$1,266,000 
$5,065,000 


Allocation thru FY 2008 $1,664,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 $191 ,000 

Allocation for FY 201 0 $1 00,000 

Recovery Act Allocation To Date 0 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 $1,844,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 1 .6 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : FY 2010 funds are being used to update and complete the PMP for the 
General Reevaluation Report, coordinate and negotiate a Project Partnership Agreement 
coordinate with the states of New York and New Jersey, and initiate design evaluation tasks. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : FY 2014, subject to availability of fund. 


OTHER INFORMATION : The project was ready for construction in 1990, but work was never 
initiated due to the lack of project cooperation agreements with New York and New Jersey. The 
States are now interested in implementing the project due to severe damage suffered from Tropical 
Storm Floyd in 1999 and other recent floods. Changes in the project area require that the project 
be reformulated to meet current conditions. Benefit Cost Ratio (BCR) @ 7% is based on previous 
report. A new BCR will be calculated upon completion of the General Reevaluation Report 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Rep. Elliot Engel (NY-17), Rodney Frelinghuysen (NJ-11), Scott 
Garrett (NJ-5): Senators Charles Schumer (NY), Kirsten Gillibrand (NY), Robert Menendez (NJ) and 
Frank Lautenberg (NJ). 


DISTRICT: New York 


1 February 2010 


NAD - 46 


54862B 


03/19/2010 



2879 


FACT SHEET 
CONSTRUCTION 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE: Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 

PROJECT NAME: Raritan Bay and Sandy Hook Bay (Section 506), NJ. 

AUTHORIZATION: The Flood Control Act of 1962 authorized a dual purpose Beach Erosion 
Control and Hurricane Protection project for Raritan Bay and Sandy Hook Bay, NJ. Section 506 
(b)(3)(C) of WRDA 1996 authorizes periodic nourishment for 50 years from initiation of 
construction of each project, subject to a review of the project in accord with Section 934 of 
WRDA 1986, as amended. 


LOCATION: The Raritan Bay and Sandy Hook Bay project area is situated at the southern end 
of Lower New York Bay between the Raritan River and Sandy Hook in Middlesex and 
Monmouth counties. New Jersey. 


DESCRIPTION : The previously constructed project consists of segmented sections of beach fill, 
groins, and levees surrounding various communities in Keansburg, East Keansburg and 
Laurence Harbor. Required report includes re-evaluation of Federal interest in periodic 
nourishment of these previously completed projects. 


FY 2010 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA : 
Estimated Federal Cost 
Estimated Non-Federal Cost: 

Cash 

Other 

Total Estimated Cost 


Desion Phase 
$1,550,000 
$350,000 
$350,000 
0 

$1,900,000 


Constructioni/ 

$30,000,000 

$15,000,000 

$15,000,000 

0 

$45,000,000 


Allocation Thru FY 2008 $859,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 $183,000 

Allocation for FY 201 0 $508,000 

Recovery Act Allocation To Date 0 

Balance to Complete After FY 2010 0 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 


1/Estimate is for work authorized by sec 506 of WRDA 96 


0 

$413,000 

0 

$29,587,000 

1.7 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES: Upon approval of the LRR by HQUSACE and a PPA is executed with the 
State of New Jersey, the FY 2010 funds will be used to initiate the plans and specifications for 
the next renourishment cycle for this project. 


EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE: Design phase completion is to be 
determined, subject to availability of funds. 


OTHER INFORMATION: None. 


CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST: Representative Frank Pallone, Jr, (NJ-06); Senators Menendez 
(NJ) and Lautenberg (NJ) 

DISTRICT: New York 


1 February 2010 


NAD - 47 


54862B 


03/19/2010 



2880 


FACT SHEET 
CONSTRUCTION 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE: Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 

PROJECT NAME: Raritan Bay and Sandy Hook Bay, Port Monmouth, New Jersey. 

AUTHORIZATION: Section 1 01 of the Water Resources Development Act of 2000, 

LOCATION: The project area Is In Middletown Township, Monmouth County, situated between 
Pews Creek and Comptons Creek. 


DESCRIPTION: The selected plan in the June 2000 feasibility report includes about 7,070 feet 
of levees, 3,585 feet of floodwalls, 2,640 feet of dune (4,640 feet of placement with taper 
sections), a storm- tide gate, and periodic beach nourishment on a 10-year cycle. The project 
also includes interior drainage and mitigation features. 

FY 2010 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA : 
Estimated Federal Cost 
Estimated Non-Federal Cost: 

Total Estimated Cost 


Construction 

$40,650,000 

$29,550,000 

$70,200,000 


Allocation Thru FY 2008 
Allocation for FY 2009 
Allocation for FY 2010 
Recovery Act Allocation To Date 
Balance to Complete After FY 2010 
Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 


$2,268,000 

$957,000 

$921,000 

0 

$36,504,000 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES: FY10 funds along with prior year funds are being used to complete the 
plans and specifications for a fully funded construction contract for the beach fill placement 
component of the project that will be awarded in FY 1 1 if sufficient funding is available. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE: FY2011. 


OTHER INFORMATION: This is not a typical shore protection project. The beach fill 
component and renourishment components are small (12%) when compared to the flood control 
features of the total project first cost. 


CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST: Representative Frank Pallone (NJ-06); Senators Robert 
Menendez (NJ) and Frank Lautenberg (NJ). 

DISTRICT: New York 


1 February 2010 


NAD - 48 


54862B 


03/19/2010 



2881 


FACT SHEET 
CONSTRUCTION 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE: Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 
PROJECT NAME : Sandy Hook to Barnegat Inlet, NJ 

AUTHORIZATION : River and Harbor Act of 1958, as modified by Section 854 of WRDA 1986, Section 
4 of WRDA 1 988, and Section 1 02r of WRDA 1 992. 

LOCATION : The project consists of 21 miles of shoreline from the Township of Sea Bright to the 
Manasquan Inlet in Monmouth County, New Jersey. 

DESCRIPTION : The project provides beach restoration and storm damage protection with the 
construction of a 1 00-foot wide beach berm at an elevation of 10 feet above mean low water (MLW). 
Construction also includes the notching of existing stone groins and outfall pipe extensions. The 
project requires periodic nourishment of the beaches on a 6 year cycle for a period 50 years from initial 
construction. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA : 
Estimated Federal Cost 
Estimated Non-Federal Cost 
Cash 
Other 

Total Estimated Cost 


FY 2010 
Construction 
$755,700,000 
$406,900,000 
$358,600,000 
$48,300,000 
$1,162,600,000 


Allocation thru FY 2008 $134,682,000 

Allocation tor FY 2009 $957,000 

Allocation tor FY 2010 $1,890,000 

Recovery Act Allocation T o Date 0 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 $618,171,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 1 .5 


FY 201 0 ACTIVITIES : FY 201 0 funds will be used to initiate plans and specification for additional 
renourishment contracts when sufficient funding is available for fully funded contracts. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE: Project construction completion to be 
determined, subject to availability of funds. 


OTHER INFORMATION: None. 


CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST: Representatives Frank Pallone (NJ-06), Christopher Smith (NJ-04); 
Senators Frank Lautenberg (NJ) and Robert Menendez (NJ). 

DISTRICT: New York 


1 February 2010 


NAD - 49 


54862B 


03/19/2010 



2882 


FACT SHEET 
CONSTRUCTION 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS LINE : Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 

PROJECT NAME: Townsends Inlet to Cape May Inlet, NJ 

AUTHORIZATION: Section 101(a)(26) of WRDA 1999 

LOCATION: The project is along the southern Atlantic Coast of New Jersey in Cape May 
County about 23 miles south of Atlantic City, New Jersey. 

DESCRIPTION: The recommended plan includes interim shoreline protection projects for 
Avalon, Stone Harbor and North Wildwood, New Jersey, and an environmental restoration 
project for Stone Harbor Point, as follows: (1 ) 4.3 miles of beachfill with a berm width of 1 50-foot 
and dune height of +1 6-feet along with periodic nourishment for Avalon and Stone Harbor; (2) 
2.2 miles of seawall construction along Townsends and Hereford Inlets frontages; (3) and 
ecosystem restoration of about 107 acres of natural barrier island habitat at Stone Harbor Point 
including beachfill and dune construction with periodic nourishment and the planting of 67 acres 
of bayberry and red cedar rousting habitat. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA: 

FY2010 
Construction 1/ 

Estimated Federal Cost 

$159,600,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 

$ 87,490,000 

Cash 

$ 85,800,000 

Other 

$ 1,690,000 

Total Estimated Project Cost 

$247,090,000 

Allocation thru FY 2008 

$ 57,497,444 

Allocation for FY 2009 

$ 1,340,000 

Allocation for FY 2010 

$ 1,066,000 

Recovery Act Allocations To Date 

$ 0 

Balance to Complete After FY 2010 

$ 99,696,556 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 

1.8 


1/ Amounts include PED costs. 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES: A portion of funds are being used for project monitoring. The balance 
will be carried over until adequate funds are received to initiate the 2 "“ nourishment cycle or 
complete initial construction (environmental restoration at Stone Harbor Point). 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : The estimated completion date is 
2055. This date is based on 50-years from completion of initial construction since this project is 
a Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction Project with a 50-year project life. 

OTHER INFORMATION: The non-Federal sponsor is the NJDEP. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST: Rep. LoBiondo (NJ-02), Rep. Frelinghuysen (NJ-11), Sen. 
Lautenberg (NJ) & Sen. Menendez (NJ) 

DISTRICT : Philadelphia 


1 February 2010 


NAD - 50 


54862B 


03/19/2010 



2883 


FACT SHEET 
CONSTRUCTION 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS LINE : Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 

PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Virginia Beach Hurricane Protection, Virginia Beach, Virginia 

AUTHORIZATION : Section 501(at of WRDA 1 986 as modified by WRDA 1992 and 
Section 355 of WRDA 1996 


LOCATION : On the southeastern Atlantic coast of Virginia. 


DESCRIPTION : The project provides hurricane protection and beach erosion control for 
6 miles of the ocean front that is a heavily developed commercial district supporting a 
large tourist industry. Dense residential development exists on the north end of the 
project area. The project includes a higher and wider beach for the full 6-mile length of 
the project; 4 miles of concrete seawall extending north of Rudee Inlet to 58th Street; 2 
miles of improvements to an existing dune system, augmented with additional sand and 
erosion control features; 3 miles of reconstructed boardwalk and bike paths; a storm 
water runoff system consisting of 2 pump stations that discharge off shore through 
submarine pipelines: beach access ramps, stairs and dune crossover facilities. 

FY 2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA Construction 


Estimated Federal Cost 
Estimated Non-Federal Cost 
Cash 
Other 

Total Estimated Cost 


$247,000,000 

$133,000,000 

$133,000,000 

0 

$380,000,000 


Allocation thru FY 2008 $96,214,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 $1 ,340,000 

Recovery Act Allocations to Date 0 

Allocation for FY 201 0 $727,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 $148,719,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 1 .2 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : FY 1 0 funds are not sufficient to award a contract for dredging 
and sand placement to repair and restore the dunes and protective beach berms. 
Funds will be carried over for possible use in constructing the first restoration of the 
project since 2001 if sufficient funds become available through FY 1 1 appropriations. 


EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : FY2011 

OTHER INFORMATION : The project experienced significant erosion as a result of the 
November 2009 Northeaster. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST: Sens. Warner (VA) and Webb (VA). Rep. Nye (VA-2). 
DISTRICT: Norfolk 


1 February 2010 


NAD - 51 


54862B 


03/19/2010 
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FACT SHEET 
CONSTRUCTION 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS LINE : Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 
PROJECT NAME : Washington, DC & Vicinity. 

AUTHORIZATION : Flood Control Acts of 1936 and 1946 and Water Resources Development Act of 1996 
(PL 104-303 SEC. 301 (a) (4)). The project was reauthorized in the Water Resources Development Act 
of 1999 (PL 106-53 Sec 309). 


LOCATION : Downtown Washington D.C. in the Potomac Park area between the Lincoin Memoriai and 
Washington Monument and a section of P Street, SW, adjacent to Fort McNair, 

DESCRiPTION : The authorized modifications will eliminate the temporary closures at 23rd Street and 
Constitution Avenue, NW, and 2nd and P Streets, SW. The temporary closure at 17th Street, NW, has 
been redesigned to improve its reliability and minimize the time required for construction. The authorized 
modifications will bring the top of the existing levee along the Reflecting Pool between 23rd and 17th 
Streets to a uniform elevation and increase the level of freeboard protection provided. Three drainage 
control structures have also been added to prevent backflow through the storm sewer system. 


FY2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 
Estimated Federal Cost 
Estimated Non-Federal Cost 
Total Estimated Cost 

Allocation thru FY 2008 
Allocation for FY 2009 
Recovery Act Allocations to Date 
Allocation for FY 2010 
Balance to Complete after FY 2010 
Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% (3.6) 

1/ Investigation PED costs included. 

FY 2010 ACTIVITES : Complete final reviews of construction contract plans and required Memorandums 
of Agreements. 

ISSUES AND OTHER INFORMATION : Effort involves a number of jurisdictional entities: Corps, 

National Park Service, District of Columbia and Ft McNair. The temporary closure at 17th Street is 
unreliable and does not meet USACE new levee safety criteria and FEMA certification requirements. 

The District of Columbia is seeking to be reimbursed for their design and construction portions of the 17"' 
Street closure. Their total estimated cost is $8 M. Delegate Norton concurs and has requested 
HQUSACE to draft suggested language to allow for reimbursement. The District's costs, combined with 
the estimated cost to design and construct the USACE authorized project modifications would exceed 
the 902 limit for the project. Authorization is needed to Increase the cost of the project to $15 M. 


Construction 
$ 9,912,000 1/ 
$ 0 
$ 9,912,000 

$ 3,122,000 1/ 
$ 0 
$ 850,000 

$ 100,000 
$ 5,840,000 


CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST: Delegate Eleanor Holmes Norton (DC). 


DISTRICT: Baltimore 


1 February 2010 


NAD - 52 


54862B 


03/19/2010 
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FACT SHEET 

CONSTRUCTION GENERAL 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS LINE : Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 

PROJECT NAME : Wyoming Valley Levee Raising, PA 

AUTHORIZATiON: Section 401a of WRDA 1986 as amended by WRDA 1988, WRDA 1992, 
WRDA 1996, and Sections 3142 and 3144 of WRDA 2007. 

LOCATION : This flood protection project is located on the Susquehanna River in Northeast 
Pennsyivania in the vicinity of Wiikes-Barre. 

DESCRIPTION : The four Corps of Engineers' flood control projects completed in the 1940s were 
overtopped by Storm Agnes in 1972. This project is to provide Agnes level protection (estimated 
345 year recurrence interval) to the four original projects, now referred to as the Wyoming Valley 
Levee System. The approximate 15 miles of levees and floodwalls will be raised 3-5 feet and the 
pump stations, both sanitary and storm water, will be modified to be able to withstand as well as 
operate during an Agnes level storm. There is also a $21 million mitigation plan to reduce the 
project related adverse impacts for 53 downstream communities. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 
Estimated Federal Cost 
Estimated Non-Federal Cost 
Cash 
Other 

Total Estimated Cost 


FY2010 
Construction 
$144,911,000 
$ 52,289,000 
$ 19,556,000 
$ 32,733,000 
$197,200,000 


Allocation thru FY 2008 
Allocation for FY 2009 
Recovery Allocation to Date 
Allocation for FY 2010 
Balance to Complete after FY 2010 
Benefit to Cost Ratio at 7% 


$124,963,000 
$ 1,187,000 

$ 7,330,000 

$ 1,134,000 

$ 10,297,000 
2.7 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES: CG Funds in the amount of $1,134,000 will be used to complete: the 
Sunbury levee certification; levee raising in Wilkes-Barre; and mitigation of the Bloomsburg sewage 
treatment plant. ARFtA funds are being used to: complete construction of the catchment basin 
embankment and spillway at Toby Creek; repair seepage problems along portions of the levee; and 
to prepare O&M manuals for the project. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE: With optimum funding, construction 
could be completed in September 2014. 

OTHER INFORMATION : Sections 3142 and 3144 of WRDA 2007 added Solomon Creek as project 
element and include review opportunities for increased public access. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Senators Specter and Casey (PA), Congressman Kanjorski (PA- 
11 ). 

DISTRICT: Baltimore 


1 February 2010 


NAD - 53 


54862B 


03/19/2010 



2886 


Continuing Authorities Program 


1 February 2010 


NAD - 54 


54862B 


03/19/2010 
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FACT SHEET 

SECTION 205 - CONTINUING AUTHORITIES PROGRAM 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS PROGRAM . CAP - Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 

PROJECT/ STUDY NAME : Black Rocks Creek (Blackwater River), Salisbury, Massachusetts 

AUTHORIZATION . Section 205 of the Flood Control Act of 1948, as amended. 

LOCATION : The Town of Salisbury is located along the Atlantic coastline about 45 miles northeast of 
Boston, Massachusetts. The area under study includes the eastern shore of the Blackwater River estuary 
extending from the Massachusetts/New Hampshire border south to Beach Road. 

DESCRIPTION : Frequent flooding of several low lying areas prompted local officials to request Federal 
assistance in reducing flood losses. An evaluation of these areas determined that measures to reduce 
flooding would be economically justified at one location. This area extends from 9"’ Street to Florence 
Avenue, and contains about 135 residential structures. The proposed project involves the construction of 
about 2,765 feet of floodwall with an average height of 2-3 feel. Most sections of the wall would have a 
landside berm. Also included are two pumping stations to discharge interior run-off. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA: 

Feasibility 

Desian & Implementation 

Estimated Federal Cost 

175,000 1/ 

1,417,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 

75,000 

763,000 

Cash 

(75,000) 

(763,000) 

Other 

(0) 

(0) 

Total Estimated Project Cost 

250,000 

2,180,000 

Allocation thru FY 2008 

175,000 

51,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 

0 

40,000 

Recovery Act Allocations to Date 

0 

0 

Allocation for FY 2010 

0 

72,000 

Balance to Complete After FY 2010 

0 

1,254,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 

N/A 

7.0 


V Feasibility is cost shared 50/50. The initial $100,000 is 100% Federally funded, 

FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : FY 2010 funds are being used to complete design including preparation of project 
plans and specifications, 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : Complete construction in FY 201 1 . 

OTHER INFORMATION : The Feasibility Cost Sharing Agreement was executed with the Commonwealth 
of Massachusetts, Department of Environmental Management on 4 January 1999. The Project 
Partnership Agreement was signed on 21 May 2009 with the Commonwealth of Massachusetts, 
Department of Conservation and Recreation. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Senators Kirk (MA) and Kerry (MA), and Representative Tierney (MA-6) 
DISTRICT : New England 


1 February 2010 


NAD - 55 


54862B 


03/19/2010 
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FACT SHEET 

SECTION 103- CONTINUING AUTHORITIES PROGRAM 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS PROGRAM : CAP - Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 

PROJECT/ STUDY NAME : Coastal Areas, Marshfield, Massachusetts 

AUTHORIZATION : Section 103 of the River and Harbor Act of 1962, as amended. 

LOCATION The Town of Marshfield is located in southeastern Massachusetts along the shore of 
Massachusetts Bay, about 20 miles southeast of Boston. 

DESCRIPTION : The coastal areas in Marshfield are subject to storm and flood damages. The beachfront 
has sand and cobble berms backed by revetments and sea walls. Overtopping of the seawalls has 
resulted in backshore flooding of commercial and residential properties. Storm tide gates across the end 
of adjacent Green Harbor protect the area from flanking during storm surges, but can also prevent the 
evacuation of storm drainage from flooded areas. Beach restoration, a pumping station and nonstructural 
measures are among the preliminary alternatives being considered. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA- 

Feasibilitv 

Desian & Implementation 

Estimated Federal Cost 

225,000 1/ 

2,730,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 

125,000 

1,470,000 

Cash 

(115,000) 

(1,470,000) 

Other 

(10,000) 

(0) 

Total Estimated Project Cost 

350,000 

4,200,000 

Allocation thru FY 2008 

160,000 

0 

Allocation for FY 2009 

0 

0 

Recovery Act Allocations to Date 

0 

0 

Allocation for FY 2010 

0 

0 

Balance to Complete After FY 2010 

65,000 

2,730,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 

N/A 

1.8 


y Feasibility is cost shared 50/50 The initial $100,000 is 100% Federally funded, 

FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Approval to execute the Feasibility Cost Sharing Agreement (FCSA) was provided 
by CENAD on 24 March 2009. Funding constraints have delayed signing of the FCSA by the Town of 
Marshfield; however, they are looking to secure their share of the study funds through the town budget 
process next spring and plan to sign the agreement in June 2010. Upon execution of the FCSA, planned 
FY 2009 carryover funds of $60,000 will be used to continue the feasibility study including plan formulation 
and evaluation of alternatives, 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : Complete feasibility study in FY 201 1 . 

OTHER INFORMATION : None 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST: Senators Kirk (MA) & Kerry (MA>, and Representative Delahunt (MA-IO) 
DISTRICT : New England 


1 February 2010 NAD - 56 


54862B 


03/19/2010 
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FACT SHEET 

SECTION 205 - CONTINUING AUTHORITIES PROGRAM 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS LINE : CAP - Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 
PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Hamilton Township, NJ 

AUTHORIZATION . Section 205 of the Flood Control Act of 1948, as amended. 

LOCATION : The study area is the section of Hamilton Township along Assunpink Boulevard, Sweet Briar 
Avenue, Rutgers Avenue and Carnegie Avenue on the left bank of the Assunpink Creek between 
Interstate 295 and the City of Trenton. 

DESCRIPTION . The area has experienced frequent flooding problems and environmental degradation. 
Carrying capacity of the stream channel has been reduced by the accumulation of silt, trash, and debris 
and from flood waters from Miry Run and backwater from the City of Trenton. Some combination of flood 
plain reconnection, stream restoration, wetland creation, impervious cover removal, flood proofing and 
flood plain management may be the most likely alternative given the highly urbanized setting of the area. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA: FY2010 

Feasibility 

Estimated Federal Cost $300,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost $200,000 

Total Estimated Project Cost $500,000 

Allocation thru FY08 $100,000 

Allocation for FY09 $ 0 

Allocation for FY20 10 $200,000 1/ 

Recovery Act Allocation to Date $ 0 

Balance to Complete After FY20 10 $ 0 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% $ TBD 


1/ Funds are pending until a Feasibility Cost Share Agreement is executed. 

FY2010 ACTIVITIES : Prepare scope of work for feasibility study efforts and coordinate SOW and draft 
Feasibility Cost Share Agreement (FCSA) with non-Federal sponsor with prior year funds. Funds will be 
used to complete the FCSA with the non-Federal sponsor and complete the Feasibility study, 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : Complete feasibility study in FY201 1 . 

OTHER INFORMATION : None. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Rep. Smith (NJ-04) and Senators Menendez and Lautenberg (NJ). 
DISTRICT : Philadelphia 


1 February 201 0 


NAD - 57 


54862B 


03/19/2010 
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FACT SHEET 

SECTION 205 - CONTINUING AUTHORITIES PROGRAM 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE : CAP - Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 
PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Jamestown Island, James City County, Virginia 
AUTHORIZATION : Section 205, Flood Control Act of 1948 (P.L. 80-858), as amended 


LOCATION : On the James River 45 miles southeast of Richmond, Virginia, 


DESCRIPTION : The existing seawall is on the southern edge of Jamestown Island and 
was constructed by the Corps between 1894 and 1901 under the authority of the River 
and Harbor Acts of 1 894 and 1 896, to protect this historic area. A final feasibility report 
outlining flood proofing measures at the historic Dale House was completed in FY 2005 
and approved as a negative report by the Corps North Atlantic Division office on 
February 18, 2005. 


FY 2010 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 
Estimated Federal Cost 
Estimated Non-Federal Cost 
Cash 
Other 

Total Estimated Cost 


Design & Implementation 

1.095.000 
590,000 
590,000 

0 

1.685.000 


Allocation thru FY 2008 0 

Allocation for FY 2009 50,000 

Recovery Act Allocations to Date 0 

Allocation for FY 201 0 1 ,045,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 0 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Develop, negotiate, and execute a Project Partnership 
Agreement with the non-Federal Sponsor and construct the project, 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : 2012 


OTHER INFORMATION : The project design was put on hold during calendar year 2007 
to avoid any impacts to the use of the Dale House during the 400-Year Anniversary 
Celebration of the founding of Jamestown Island. With the current availability of Federal 
funding, the sponsor supports moving forward with the design and construction of the 
flood proofing project. 

CONGRESSIONAL I NTEREST : Senators Warner and Webb (VA). Representative 
Wittman (VA-1). 

DISTRICT: Norfolk 


1 February 2010 


NAD - 58 


54862B 


03/19/2010 
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FACT SHEET 

SECTION 205 - CONTINUING AUTHORITIES PROGRAM 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS LINE : CAP - Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 


PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Little Mill Creek, New Castle County, DE 
AUTHORIZATION : Section 205 of the Flood Control Act of 1948, as amended. 


LOCATION : The project area is located along Little Mill Creek, a tributary of the Christina River within the T own of 
Elsmere and portions of New Castle County, Delaware. 

DESCRIPTION : The project area is divided into upper and lower reaches. Construction of the upper reach was 
completed in FY08. The lower reach portion of the project is approximately 6,225 feet in length, extending from 
the downstream face of the Amtrak Railroad bridge to a point about 130 feet upstream from the upstream face of 
the Delaware Route 4 (Maryland Avenue) bridge. Work on the lower reach will consist of dredging, deepening and 
widening the existing channel thereby increasing flow capacity and reducing flood damages. The channel will be 
deepened by approximately 3 feet and widened to a bottom width of 40 feet for a total length of 4,025 feet. The 
dredging portion, which extends from the downstream face of the Conrail Railroad bridge to the downstream face 
of the Amtrak Railroad bridge, is approximately 2,200 feet in length. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 


Estimated Federal Cost 
Estimated Non-Federal Cost 
Total Estimated Project Cost 
Allocation thru FY08 
Allocation for FY09 
Allocation for FY2010 
Recovery Act Allocation to Date 
Balance to Complete After FY2010 
Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 


FY2010 

Design & Implementation 
$6,282,000 
$2,919,000 
$9,201,000 
$2,707,000 
$0 

$3,575,000 

$0 

$0 

1.2 


FY2Q10 ACTIVITIES : Funds ($200,000) will be used to complete design and ($3,376,000) used to award the 
construction contract. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : Construction will be completed by FY2011. 


OTHER INFORMATION : The project for the upper portion has been completed, and has used almost half of the 
$7M Federal Limit allowed for Individual CAP Section 205 projects. The non-Federal sponsor is the Delaware 
Department of Natural Resources and Environmental Control (DNREC) and New Castle County Conservation 
District. 


CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Rep Castle (DE-AL) and Senators Kaufman and Carper (DE) 
DISTRICT : Philadelphia 


1 February 2010 


NAD - 59 


54862B 


03/19/2010 
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FACT SHEET 

SECTION 14 - CONTINUING AUTHORITIES PROGRAM 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS LINE : CAP - Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 


PROJECT/STUDY NAME' Manasquan River, Howell Township, Monmouth County, NJ 

AUTHORIZATION : Section 14 of the Flood Control Act of 1946, as amended (streambank and shoreline 
erosion protection). 

LOCATION' The project area is located at Bergerville Road along the Manasquan River in Howell 
Township, Monmouth County, New Jersey. 

DESCRIPTION : The proposed plan consists of a retaining wall along the right bank of the Manasquan 
River parallel to Bergerville Road (aka Casino Drive) for a distance of approximately 600 feet. The wall 
will be constructed of 6 foot deep by 8-inch high confined cellular (CCS) grids stacked to a height of 1 1 
feet. Toe protection to prevent undermining of the CCS retaining wall will be provided by an 18 inch deep 
by 20 foot wide leveling material and a CCS scour apron placed perpendicular to the wall. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA: 


Estimated Federal Cost 
Estimated Non-Federal Cost 
Total Estimated Cost 
Allocation thru FY08 
Allocation for FY09 
Allocation for FY2010 
Recovery Act Allocation to Date 
Balance to Complete After FY2010 
Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 


FY2010 

Design and Implementation 
$1,500,000 
$ 808,000 
$2,308,000 
$1,000,000 
$ 0 
$ 500,000 1/ 

$ 0 
$ 0 
$ N/A 


1/ Funds are pending until a Project Partnership Agreement is executed. 


FY2010 ACTIVITIES : FY 10 funds are pending an executed Project Partnership Agreement with prior 
year carry-in funds Finalize plans and specs, obtain environmental permits and award construction 
contract 


EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : Construction will be completed by FY201 1 . 

OTHER INFORMATION: NJDEP flood hazard area and freshwater wetlands permits are needed to 
obtain a water quality certificate and execute the Project Partnership Agreement. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Rep. Smith (NJ-4) and Senators Menendez and Lautenberg (NJ) 

DISTRICT : Philadelphia 


1 February 201 0 


NAD - 60 


54862B 


03/19/2010 
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FACT SHEET 

SECTION 205 - CONTINUING AUTHORITIES PROGRAM 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS PROGRAM ’ CAP - Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 
PROJECT/ STUDY NAME : North River, Peabody, Massachusetts 
AUTHORIZATION : Section 205 of the Flood Contrd Act of 1948, as amended. 

LOCATION The Town of Peabody is located in eastern Massachusetts, about 12 miles north of Boston. 
Massachusetts. 

DESCRIPTION : The North River flows through the downtown area of Peabody, which is subject to 
periodic flooding. Camp Dresser and McKee completed a hydraulics and hydrology report for the Town of 
Peabody In April 2003. The report, entitled “Peabody Square Flood Control Study", identified mitigation 
measures and drainage improvements to reduce flooding in downtown Peabody. Recommendations 
Included drainage Improvements along Goldwaite and Strongwater Brooks, and along the North River 
between Wallis and Grove Streets. In August 2004, the Corps initiated a feasibility study of flooding 
conditions in Peabody. A Feasibility Cost Shanng Agreement (FCSA) was signed with the City of 
Peabody on 31 July 2008. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA: 

Feasibility 

Desian & Imoleme 

Estimated Federal Cost 

250,000 1/ 

4,875,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 

150.000 

2,825,000 

Cash 

(150,000) 

(2.825,000) 

Other 

(0) 

(0) 

Total Estimated Project Cost 

400,000 

7,700,000 

Allocation thru FY 2008 

156.000 

0 

Allocation for FY 2009 

0 

0 

Recovery Act Allocations to Date 

0 

0 

Allocation for FY 2010 

94,000 

0 

Balance to Complete After FY 2010 

0 

4,875.000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 

N/A 

1.8 


1/ Feasibility is cost shared 50/50. The initial $100,000 is 100% Federally funded. 

FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : FY 2010 funds of $94,000 are being used to substantially complete the feasibility 
study including plan formulation and evaluation, and preparation of the final Feasibility Report and 
Environmental Assessment. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : Complete feasibility study in FY 201 1 . 

OTHER INFORMATION : Corps efforts are limited to the 1,100 feet of North River extending from about 
500 feet upstream of Howley Street to 600 feet downstream of Grove Street, which was determined by 
Camp Dresser and McKee to meet the minimum flow requirement of 800 cubic feet per second for a ten- 
year frequency flood. Flood control improvements along Goldwaite and Strongwater Brooks, and the 
North River upstream of Howley Street do not meet the minimum flow requirement and are a local 
responsibility. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST: Senators Kirk (MA) and Kerry (MA), and Representative Tierney (MA-6) 
DISTRICT : New England 


1 February 2010 


NAD - 61 


54862B 


03/19/2010 
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FACT SHEET 

SECTION 205 - CONTINUING AUTHORITIES PROGRAM 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS LINE ' CAP - Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 

PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Pennsvilie, Salem County, NJ 

AUTHORIZATION : Section 205 of the Flood Control Act of 1948, as amended 

LOCATION : Pennsvilie Township, along Salem Creek in low-lying areas within the township. 

DESCRIPTION : The project area has experienced floodi ng problems associated with a confined dredged 
material placement facility located in Pennsvilie TowrBhip. as well as tidal flooding along Salei Creek in low- 
lying areas within the township Township has requested assistance to mitigate their flooding problems. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA: FY2010 

Feasibility 

Estimated Federal Cost $300,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost $200,000 

Cash $ 0 

Other $ 0 

Total Estimated Project Cost $500,000 

Allocation thru FY08 $100,000 

Allocation for FY09 $ 0 

Allocation for FY2010 $200,000 1/ 

Recovery Act Allocation to Date $ 0 

Balance to Complete After FY2010 $ 0 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% $ TBD 


1/ Funds are pending until a Feasibility Cost Share Agreement is executed. 

FY2010 ACTIVITIES : Coordinate draft Project Management Plan (PMP) and Feasibility Cost Share 
Agreement (FCSA) with non-Federal sponsor using prior year carry-in funds. Funds ($200,000) could be 
used to execute the FCSA with the non-Federal sponsor and complete the Feasibility phase. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FOR PHASE : Feasibility phase will be completed by FY201 1 . 

OTHER INFORMATION : The proposed sponsors are Pennsvilie Township, NJ and/or the New Jersey 
Department of Environmental Protection, Division of Fish and Wildlife. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Rep. LoBiondo (NJ-2) and Senators Lautenberg and Menendez (NJ). 
DISTRICT : Philadelphia 


1 February 2010 


NAD - 62 


54862B 


03/19/2010 
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FACT SHEET 

SECTION 205 - CONTINUING AUTHORITIES PROGRAM 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS LINE : CAP - Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 

PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Pennsylvania Avenue Improvement. Bethany Beach, DE 

AUTHORIZATION : Section 205 of the Flood Control Act of 1948, as amended. 

LOCATION : Project area is along Pennsylvania Avenue, Bethany Beach. DE. 

DESCRIPTION : This is a heavily developed portion of the Delaware coast. The study area sustains 
frequent flood damages each year. Damages include both residential and commercial damages and have 
been previously evaluated by an engineering firm for the local community. 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA : FY2010 

Design & Implementation 

Estimated Federal Cost $1,700,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost $ 916,000 

Total Estimated Cost $2,616,000 


Allocation thru FY08 $ 0 

Allocation for FY09 $ 0 

Allocation for FY2010 $ 50,000 

Recovery Act Allocation to Date $ 0 

Balance to Complete After FY2010 $1,650,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% $ TBD 


FY2010 Activities : Complete feasibility study with prior year funds. Funds of ($50,000) will be used to 
coordinate the draft Project Partnership Agreement with the non-Federal sponsor and Initiate and 
complete design. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : Design could be completed by FY201 1 . 
OTHER INFORMATION : None. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST: Rep. Castle (AL) and Senators Kaufman and Carper 
DISTRICT: Philadelphia 


1 February 2010 
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FACT SHEET 

SECTION 205 - CONTINUING AUTHORITIES PROGRAM 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS LINE : CAP - Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 


PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Philadelphia Shipyard Flood Damage Reduction, Philadelphia, PA 
AUTHORIZATION : Section 205 of the Flood Control Act of 1948, as amended. 


LOCATION : The project area Is located in the City of Philadelphia, PA, near the confluence of the 
Schuylkill River and the Delaware River, within the Philadelphia Naval Shipyard. 


DESCRIPTION : The sea wall extends approximately 6.700 feet along the Delaware River. Most portions 
of the wall and its supporting pilings are more than 100 years old. Severe deterioration of the wall is 
causing flood damages and is limiting future redevelopment opportunities for the area The sponsor 
desires that flood damage reduction alternatives be evaluated for this area. The seawall is listed on the 
National Register of Historic Places 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA : 


Estimated Federal Cost 
Estimated Non-Federal Cost 
Total Estimated Project Cost 
Allocation thru FY08 
Allocation for FY09 
Allocation for FY2010 
Recovery Act Allocation to Date 
Balance to Complete After FY2010 
Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 


FY2010 

Design & Implementation 
$ 6,500,000 
$ 3,500,000 
$10,000,000 
$ 0 

$ 50,000 

$ 6,450,000 1/ 

$ 0 

$ 0 

5.1 


1/ Funds are pending until a Project Partnership Agreement is executed. 


FY2010 ACTIVITIES . FY10 funds are pending an executed Project Partnership Agreement with prior year 
carry-in funds. Funds will be used to initiate and complete design and award a construction contract 
($6,450,000) 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : Construction will be completed in FY201 1 . 


OTHER INFORMATION - None. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Rep. Brady (PA-1) and Senators Specter and Casey (PA) 
DISTRICT : Philadelphia 


1 February 2010 
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FACT SHEET 

SECTION 103 - CONTINUING AUTHORITIES PROGRAM 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS PROGRAM : CAP - Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 
project; study name : Prospect Beach, West Haven, Connecticut 
AUTHORIZATION : Section 103 of the River and Harbor Act of 1962. 

LOCATION Prospect Beach is located on the south-central coast of Connecticut in the City of West 
Haven. The beach extends about 6,000 feet along the north shore of Long Island Sound from the western 
end of Sea Bluff Beach to Oyster River Point. 

DESCRIPTION : Project consisted of beach widening by direct placement of suitable sand fill along 4,300 
feet of shore front between Ivy Street and the groin structure just south of Tyler Avenue to form a 50-foot 
wide level beach berm, and periodic beach nourishment over the 50-year economic life of the project. 
Initial sand fill was completed in May 1994. No cost-shared periodic beach nourishment has been 
performed to date. In response to various storm events the City of West Haven placed 8,000 cubic yards 
(CY) of sand on the beach in 1997, 2,700 CY in 2003, and 4,700 CY in 2006. The Tyler-Lake reach was 
rehabilitated with 4,700 CY of sand under the Corp's Rehabilitation Assistance Program (PL 84-99) in 
2007. Prospect Beach has eroded in some sections to the extent that erosion is now threatening 
backshore roads and utilities. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA: 

Feasibility 

D&l 

Nourishment 

Estimated Federal Cost 

190,000 

1,576,000 

234,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 

0 

848,000 

126,000 

Cash 

(0) 

(848,000) 

(126,000) 

Other 

(0) 

(0) 

(0) 

Total Estimated Cost 

190,000 

2,424,000 

360,000 

Allocation thru FY 2008 

190,000 

1,576,000 

0 

Allocation for FY 2009 

0 

0 

0 

Recovery Act Allocations to Date 

0 

0 

0 

Allocation for FY 2010 

0 

0 

0 

Balance to Complete After FY10 

0 

0 

234,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 

N/A 

N/A 

N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Currently no activities are planned. FY 2010 funds of $130,000 could be used to 
survey the beach and confirm nourishment is warranted, and to prepare plans and specifications for 
periodic beach nourishment, Beach nourishment is cost shared at the same ratio as initial construction, 
65% Federal and 35% non-Federal; however, remaining funds within the $2 million Federal statutory limit 
under Section 103 Authority are not sufficient to perform periodic beach nourishment. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : Complete beach nourishment in FY 2043, 

OTHER INFORMATION : The City of West Haven is responsible for operation and maintenance of the 
project in accordance with the O&M Manual provided the city on 23 August 1995. This involves reshaping 
the beach after storm events, preserving vegetation and preventing erosion from local drainage. When 
conditions exist where part of the berm has been reduced to less than 25 feet in width or more than 
12,000 CY of sand has been lost, periodic nourishment may be warranted. Estimate for periodic 
nourishment over the 50-year economic life of the project is based on the $2 million Federal statutory limit 
under Section 103 Authority. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST: Senators Lieberman (CT) & Dodd (CT), Representative DeLauro (CT-3) 
DISTRICT : New England 


1 February 201 0 
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FACT SHEET 

SECTION 103 - CONTINUING AUTHORITIES PROGRAM 
Enacted Studies are Projects 

BUSINESS LINE : CAP - Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 
PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Seaside Park. Ocean County, NJ 

AUTHORIZATION: Section 103 of the River and Harbor Act of 1962 (PL 87-874), as amended. 

LOCATION: The study area is located on the backbay (west) side of Seaside Park, NJ, south of the State 
Route 37 bridge from the mainland. 

DESCRIPTION. The study area is subject to erosion of the bayside beaches, which contributes to the 
larger problem of tidal flooding of streets and residences The area was investigated in 1 995 as a Section 
1 03 CAP project, with a recommendation to proceed to a feasibility study. The feasibility study however 
was not initiated due to lack of sponsor interest at the time. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA : FY2010 

Feasibility 

Estimated Federal Cost $300,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost $200,000 

Total Estimated Project Cost $500,000 

Allocation thru FY08 $ 69,700 

Allocation for FY09 $ 31,000 

Allocation for F Y20 1 0 $1 00,000 1 / 

Recovery Act Allocation to Date $ 0 

Balance to Complete After FY2010 $100,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% $ N/A 


1/ Funds are pending until a Feasibility Cost Share Agreement is executed. 

FY2010 ACTIVITIES : FY10 funds are pending an executed Feasibility Cost Share Agreement with prior 
year carry-in funds. Pending funds ($100,000) will be used to continue the Feasibility study. Funds will be 
used to negotiate and execute a Feasibility Cost Share Agreement with the non-Federal sponsor, 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : Feasibility Study will be completed in FY201 1 
subject to availability of funds. 

OTHER INFORMATION : None. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Rep. Adler (NJ-3) and Senators Menendez and Lautenberg (NJ) 
DISTRICT : Philadelphia 


1 February 2010 
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Navigation 


1 February 2010 NAD -67 
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Investigations 


1 February 2010 
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FACT SHEET 
INVESTIGATIONS 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS PROGRAM : Navigation 

PROJECT/ STUDY NAME : Boston Harbor, Massachusetts 

AUTHORIZATION : Senate Committee on Public Works Resolution dated September 11,1 969. 

LOCATION : The Port of Boston, Massachusetts, is located on the western shore of Massachusetts Bay, 
an arm of the Gulf of Maine. 

DESCRIPTION : The Port of Boston is the largest port in New England, serving the nation's eleventh 
largest metropolitan area and a regional population of 14.3 million residents in the six states. The Port's 
terminals handled over 22 million tons of liquid and dry bulk, containerized, and general cargo in 2007. 
The main deep water harbor is comprised of the waterways of the Main Ship Channel, Reserved Channel, 
Mystic River and Chelsea River. HQUSACE approved the 905(b) Reconnaissance Report was approved 
in August 2000. The Corps and Massport executed the Feasibility Cost-Sharing Agreement (FCSA) for 
this project on 27 June 2002. The feasibility study was initiated in July 2002. Draft economic evaluation 
indicates a benefit cost ratio of about 1 .7 to 1 for deep draft channel improvements 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA: 

Recon 

Feasibilitv 

Deslan 

Construction 

Estimated Federal Cost 

84,000 

3,750,000 1/3,750,000 

204,000,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 

0 

2,700,000 

1,250,000 

99,000,000 

Cash 

(0) 

(2,385,000) 

(1,250,000) 

(99,000,000) 

Other 

(0) 

(315,000) 

(0) 

(0) 

Total Estimated Project Cost 

84,000 

6,450,000 

5,000,000 

303,000,000 

Allocation thru FY 2008 

84,000 

2,630,000 

0 

0 

Allocation for FY 2009 

0 

815,000 

0 

0 

Recovery Act Allocations to Date 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Allocation for FY 2010 

0 

0 

426,000 

0 

Balance to Complete After FY 2010 

0 

305,000 

3,324,000 

204,000,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 

N/A 

1.7 

1.7 

1.7 


y Includes $200,000 of External Peer Review costs which are at 100% Federal cost in accordance with 
WRDA 2007, and $850,000 of “excessive study costs” which are initially funded at 1 00% Federal cost, of 
which the sponsor will pay 50% back during project construction. 

FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Available funds are being used to update project economics in response to Board 
comments. The revised Feasibility Report will be forwarded to HQ tor approval in August 2010. FY 2010 
design funds of $305,000 will be reallocated to the feasibility phase and the remaining $121 ,000 will be 
carried over into FY 201 1 . 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : Complete feasibility in FY 201 1 , design in FY 
2014 and construction in FY 2018. 

OTHER INFORMATION : The Feasibility Report was presented to the Civil Works Review Board in August 
2008. The Board requested additional economic analysis of water and land side benefits. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Senators Kirk (MA) and Kerry (MA), and Representatives Capuano (MA- 
8), Lynch {MA-9) and Delahunt (MA-10) 

DISTRICT: New England 


1 EebruaryZOlO 
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FACT SHEET 
INVESTIGATIONS 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE , Navigation 

PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Delaware River Dredged Material Utilization, PA, DE & NJ 

AUTHORIZATION : Senate Resolution on Beneficial Use of Dredged Material on the Delaware River, 
Delaware, New Jersey, and Pennsylvania dated 26 October 2005. 

LOCATION - The study area includes the Delaware River and rts tributaries and Bay that encompass the 
States of New Jersey, Delaware, and Pennsylvania. 

DESCRIPTION : The study will investigate beneficial uses of dredged material including transfer and 
transport facilities, regional sediment management, ecosystem restoration, restoration of mined areas, 
and landfill cover. 



FY2010 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA' 

Reconnaissance 

Feasibility 

Estimated Federal Cost: $200,0 

00 

$2,000,0 

00 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost. 0 


$2,000,0 

00 

Cash (0) 


(2,000,000) 

Other 

(0) 


(0) 

Total Estimated Cost: $200,0 

00 

$4,000,0 

00 

Allocation thru FVOS: 

0 

$ 

0 

Allocation for FVOO: 

$119,000 

$ 

0 

Allocation tor FY 2010 

$ 81,000 

$ 

9,000 

Recovery Act Allocations to Date 

$ 0 

$ 

0 

Balance to Complete After FY10: 

$ 0 

$1,991,000 

Benefit to Cost ration Applicable rate (%) 



N/A 


FY2010 ACTIVITIES : The FY 2010 funds are being used to complete the reconnaissance phase of the 
study at full Federal expense, including preparation of a Section 905 (b) analysis. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : FY2010 

OTHER INFORMATION : The study will be coordinated closely with ongoing efforts that are being 
undertaken by New Jersey, Delaware and the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania in using dredged material 
to protect and restore threatened and critical environmental resources, as well as the potential to alleviate 
acid mine drainage concerns. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Senators Specter, Casey, Lautenberg, Menendez, Biden and Carper. 
Representatives Castle (DE-AL), Andrews (NJ-1), LoBiondo (NJ-2), Saxton (NJ-3), Smith (NJ-4), 
Ferguson (NJ-7), Frelinghuysen (NJ-11), Holt (NJ-12), Brady (PA-1), Fattah (PA-2), Gerlach (PA-6), 
Sestak (PA-7), Murphy (PA-8), Carney (PA-10), Kanjorski (PA-11), Schwartz (PA-13), Dent (PA-15), Pitts 
(PA-16), Holden (PA-17) 

DISTRICT : Philadelphia District 


1 February 2010 
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Construction 


1 February 2010 
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FACT SHEET 
CONSTRUCTION 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE: Navigation 

PROJECT NAME : Burlington Harbor Oil Bollard Removal, VT 

AUTHORIZATION : General Provisions, Section 108 of the FY2004 Energy and Water 
Appropriations Act states “The Secretary is authorized to remove and dispose of oil bollards and 
associated debris in Burlington Harbor, Vermont." 

LOCATION: The proposed project is located on the Burlington Harbor, VT. 

DESCRIPTION : Eight bollards (gravel filled steel sheetpile cells and timber pile clusters) are 
located in Burlington Harbor, Vermont that were formerly used in support of operations for loading 
and unloading petroleum products. Removal of these bollards will eliminate a potential 
obstruction to navigation caused by continued deterioration of these obsolete structures. 


FY2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA: Construction 

Estimated Federal Cost $1,500,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 0 

Total Estimated Cost $1,500,000 

Allocation thru FY 2008 $492,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 $478,000 

Allocation for FY 2010 $460,000 

Recovery Act Allocation To Date 0 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 $70,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% N/A 


FY2010 ACTIVITIES : FY 2010 fund are being used to complete a design document, execute a 
PPA and initiate project implementation activities. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE: Project construction is estimated to 
be completed in FY201 1 if adequate funding is available. 

OTHER INFORMATION: None 


CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Sen. Patrick Leahy, VT, Sen. Bernard Sanders, VT, 
Rep. Peter Welch, VT-1 

DISTRICT: New York 


1 February 2010 
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FACT SHEET 
CONSTRUCTION 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS LINE : Navigation 

PROJECT NAME AND STATE: Delaware River Main Stem and Channel Deepening, DE, NJ & PA 

AUTHORIZATION- Section 101 (6) of WRDA 1992, as amended by Section 308 of WRDA 1999 and Section 
306 of WRDA 2000. 


LOCATION : The project area is located within the Delaware Estuary and borders Pennsylvania, New Jersey 
and Delaware. It extends over 1 00 miles of the Delaware River from Philadelphia Harbor, Pa. and Beckett 
Street Terminal in Camden, NJ to the mouth of the Delaware Bay, 


DESCRIPTION : The recommended plan of improvement calls for deepening the existing Delaware River 
Federal Navigation Channel from 40 to 45 feet from Philadelphia Harbor, Pa., and Beckett Street Terminal, 
Camden, N.J., to the mouth of the Delaware Bay, appropriate bend widening, and partial deepening of the 
Marcus Hook anchorage and relocation of and addition of aids to navigatbn Dredged material would be 
placed in confined upland disposal areas and for beneficial uses in Delaware Bay 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA : 
Estimated Federal Cost 
Estimated Non-Federal Cost 
Cash 
Other 

Total Estimated Project Cost 
Allocation thru FY 2008 
Allocation for FY 2009 
Allocation for FY 2010 
Recovery Act Allocations To Date 
Balance to Complete After FY 2010 
Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 

1/ Amounts include PED costs 


FY 2010 
Construction 1/ 
$261,200,000 
$ 86,900,000 
$ 71,223,000 
$ 15,677,000 
$348,100,000 
$ 24,040,000 
$ 3,828,000 
$ 4,844,000 
$ 0 
$228,488,000 
1.03 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES: T he utilizallo n of FY 10 funds is d ependenl on the o utcome of on -going litigation 
regarding the State of Delaware’s p etition for a preliminary and permanent injunction enjoining the Corps 
"from undertaking any activity in furtherance of the Deepening project." If the petition is denied the Corps will 
use pre-FY 10 and non-Federal funds to initiate construction with the deepening of reach “C", A portion of the 
FY 10 funds ($750,000) would be used on all aspects of the project except construction activities in the State 
of Dela ware. The se a ctivities inci ude but are not limited to proje ct ma nagement tasks ($250,000), 
environmental activities ($ 400,000), and preparation of plans an d specifications for construction contracts 
($100,000). If the petition is granted pre-FY 10 funds ($950,000) will be used on FY 10 tasks and the FY 10 
funds will be carried over and utilized on future project activities 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE: Due to budget constraints and uncertainty of 
funding completion date is unknown. 

OTHER INFORMATION: Project is economically feasible. An Environmental Assessment was completed in 
March 2009. The non-Federal sponsor is the Philadelphia Regional Port Authority (PRPA). A PPA was 
executed on 23 June 2008. 


CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Sen. Specter (PA) & Sen. Casey (PA), Sen Lautenberg (NJ) 
DISTRICT : Philadelphia 


1 February 2010 
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FACT SHEET 
CONSTRUCTION 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE : Navigation 

PROJECT/STUDY NAME : James River, Deepwater Turning Basin, Virginia 
AUTHORIZATION : River and Harbor Act of 1962 

LOCATION : At the Richmond Deepwater Terminal, City of Richmond, Virginia. 

DESCRIPTION : The project consists of a 25 foot deep and up to 500-foot wide and 
2,770 foot long turning basin adjacent to the Richmond Deepwater Terminal. The 
terminal handles bulk, breakbulk, and container cargo. The turning basin is authorized 
up to a depth of 35 feet and width of 825 feet. Larger ships frequently experience 
problems when maneuvering within the turning basin, creating a need to expand the 
width of the basin, When a ship now arrives at the terminal and makes its turn to 
prepare for docking, contact is sometimes made with the opposite river bank. In order to 
complete the turn, the ship is then forced to back up and to swing around at a distance 
of only about 25 feet from the wharf. The turning basin is also used by oil barges and 
large bulk ships which call on other down stream ports. These vessels must travel to the 
turning basin to accomplish the turn necessary to make the return trip down the James. 
There is concern of a serious accident that would cause damage to vessels or the wharf. 


FY2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA Construction 

Estimated Federal Cost $4,690,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost $1,295,000 

Cash $1,295,000 

Other 0 

Total Estimated Cost $5,985,000 

Allocation thru FY 2008 $1 ,690,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 $766,000 

Recovery Act Allocations to Date 0 

Allocation for FY 2010 $2,234,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 0 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% N/A 


FY 201 0 ACTIVITIES : Award a c ontract for dredging the expanded t urning basin and 
complete construction of the project. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : FY2011 

OTHER INFORMATION : Project is justified based on Safety requirements as opposed 
to traditional NED benefits. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST: Senators Warner (VA) and Webb (VA); 

Representatives Scott (VA-3) and Cantor (VA-7). 

DISTRICT: Norfolk 


1 February 2010 
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FACT SHEET 
CONSTRUCTION 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE : Navigation 

PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Norfolk Harbor and Channels (Deepening), Virginia 

AUTHORIZATION : Supplemental Appropriations Act of 1985 and Section 201(a) of 
WRDA 1986 


LOCATION : In Hampton Roads and the Elizabeth River, Virginia. 

DESCRIPTION : The authorized project includes deepening the channels serving 
Hampton Roads, deepening the Elizabeth River channel and constructing new 
anchorage and turning basins. Portions of the project completed to date are deepening 
the channels to depths of 50 feet and constructing a new anchorage with a depth of 50 
feet. The next scheduled phases of work underway are updating of a navigation 
management plan for the Port of Hampton Roads, and conducting a reconnaissance-like 
study of deepening the Elizabeth River channel to depths of 45 and 40 feet. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 
Estimated Federal Cost 
Estimated Non-Federal Cost 
Cash 
Other 

Total Estimated Cost 


FY 2010 

Construction 

$126,038,000 

$132,321,000 

$132,321,000 

0 

$258,359,000 


Allocation thru FY 2008 $30,297,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 $478,000 

Recovery Act Allocations to Date 0 

Allocation for FY 2010 $460,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 $94,803,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @7% 1 .7 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Initiate the update of the Navigation Management Plan and 
continue th e reconnaissance-like study of th e Elizabeth River 45-ft. and Sout hern 
Branch 40-ft. channels. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE: FY2012 


OTHER INFORMATION : N/A 


CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Senators Warner (VA) and Webb (VA), 

Representatives Wittman (VA-1), Nye (VA-2), Scott (VA-3), Forbes (VA-4), Perriello (VA- 
5), Goodlatte (VA-6), Cantor (VA-7), Moran (VA-8), Boucher (VA-9), Wolf (VA-10) and 
Connolly (VA-11). 

DISTRICT : Norfolk 


1 February 2010 
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Continuing Authorities Program 
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FACT SHEET 

SECTION 107 - CONTINUING AUTHORITIES PROGRAM 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS PROGRAM : CAP - Navigation 

PROJECT/ STUDY NAME ' Bass Harbor, Tremont, Maine 

AUTHORIZATION : Section 107 of the Rivers and Harbors Act of 1960, as amended. 

LOCATION : Bass Harbor is located in the Town of Tremont, Maine on the southwestern shore of Mount 
Desert Island. 


DESCRIPTION : The existing Federal navigation project was completed in 1964 and provides for three 
anchorage areas for the local and transient fishing and recreational fleet. The harbor supports a fleet of 
more than 90 commercial fishing and lobstering craft, a state ferry terminal serving island communities, 
and a fleet of service vessels supporting near shore aquaculture operations (fish farms). Since the 
existing project was completed, the fishing fleet has increased in size and requires channel and anchorage 
improvements to support continued safe navigation and efficient operation. Maintenance of the existing 
anchorage areas would be undertaken concurrent with improvement dredging. Improvements consist of 
designating a 10-foot channel through the existing central anchorage, dredging an 8-foot anchorage to 
compensate for the area lost to the channel, and expanding the upper 6-foot anchorage by 5.6 acres to 
accommodate the needs of the larger commercial fishing fleet. Bass Hartjor is the last port on Mount 
Desert Island to retain commercial fishing as its principal activity. The other island harbors, while 
maintaining commercial fleets, have become largely recreational focused harbors. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA; 

Feasibilitv 

Desiqn & ImDiemenl 

Estimated Federal Cost 

110,000 1/ 

1,710,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 

10,000 

190,000 

Cash 

(10,000) 

(190,000) 

Other 

(0) 

(0) 

Total Estimated Project Cost 

120,000 

1,900,000 

Allocation thru FY 2008 

110,000 

0 

Allocation for FY 2009 

0 

1,617,000 

Recovery Act Allocations to Date 

0 

69,000 

Allocation for FY 2010 

0 

24,000 

Balance to Complete After FY 2010 

0 

0 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 

N/A 

6.7 


1/ Feasibility is cost shared 50/50. The initial $100,000 is 100% Federally funded. 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : FY 2010 funds, along with planned FY 2009 carryover of $1,590,000, are being 
used to advertise and award a base bid contract with options in February 2010 for construction of the 
project in conjunction with maintenance dredging. 


EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : Complete construction in 2010. 


OTHER INFORMATION : A Project Partnership Agreement was signed with the Town of Tremont, Maine 
on 21 October 2009. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Senators Collins (ME) & Snowe (ME) & Representative Michaud {ME-2) 


DISTRICT : New England 


1 February 2010 
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FACT SHEET 

SECTION 107 - CONTINUING AUTHORITIES PROGRAM 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS PROGRAM : CAP - Navigation 

PROJECT/ STUDY NAME ' Bucks Harbor, Machiasport, Maine 

AUTHORIZATION : Section 107 of the Rivers and Harbors Act of 1960, as amended. 

LOCATION : Bucks Harbor Is located in Machiasport, Maine on the west coast of Machias Bay. 

DESCRIPTION : Bucks Harbor includes an inner and outer harbor, and is home to a large commercial fleet 
of about 70 fishing, lobstering and aquaculture support vessels. An existing Federal project, completed in 
1 974, provides anil -acre anchorage area 8 feet deep. The project serves a large commercial fishing 
fleet and aquaculture operations (fish farms). The commercial has grown beyond the capacity of the 
existing project and boats in the harbor currently experience significant tidal delays, congestion delays, 
and damages because of inadequate space. The recommended project consists of declaring an 8-foot 
channel through the existing project to access the principal wharves, and expanding available anchorage 
at 8 and 6-foot depths for the commercial fleet to reduce or eliminate these problems. Maintenance 
dredging of the existing project features is also required, and maintenance and improvement activities 
would be conducted concurrently. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA: 

Feasibiiitv 

Desion & Imotementation 

Estimated Federal Cost 

215,000 1/ 

1,062,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 

115,000 

118,000 

Cash 

(115,000) 

(118,000) 

Other 

(0) 

(0) 

Total Estimated Project Cost 

330,000 

1,180,000 

Allocation thru FY 2008 

215,000 

50,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 

0 

963,000 

Recovery Act Allocations to Date 

0 

49,000 

Allocation for FY 2010 

0 

0 

Balance to Complete After FY 2010 

0 

0 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 

N/A 

6.0 


y Feasibility is cost shared 50/50. The initial $100,000 is 100% Federally funded. 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Available funds are being used to sign a Project Partnership Agreement (PPA) with 
the Town of Machiasport in January 2010. Upon execution of the PPA, available funds will be used to 
advertise and award a fully funded contract in September 2010 for construction of the project. Work can 
not start until the beginning of the next environmental window on 8 November 2010. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : Complete construction in 201 1 . 

OTHER INFORMATION : Approval to execute the PPA was provided by ASA(CW) on 1 October 2009. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Senators Collins (ME) & Snowe (ME). Representative Michaud (ME-2) 

DISTRICT : New England 
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FACT SHEET 

SECTION 204 - CONTINUING AUTHORITIES PROGRAM 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS PROGRAM : CAP - Navigation 

PROJECT/ STUDY NAME : Cape Cod Canal, Sandwich, Massachusetts 

AUTHORIZATION : Section 204 of the Water Resources Development Act of 1992, as amended. 

LOCATION : The Cape Cod Cana! is located about 50 south of Boston, Massachusetts and extends 
across a narrow neck of land joining Cape Cod to the mainland. The beach areas being examined for 
possible beneficial use of dredged material are located in the Town of Sandwich. Massachusetts adjacent 
to the east end of the Cape Cod Canal along the southwest shore of Cape Cod Bay. 

DESCRIPTION : The existing Federal navigation project provides for a channel 32 feet deep and 540 to 
800 feet wide extending about 17.5 miles from deep water in Buzzards Bay to deep water in Cape Cod 
Bay. The project also includes navigation improvements in East Boat Basin and Onset Bay, and 
construction of two high-level highway bridges and a vertical lift railroad bridge, which cross the canal. 
Periodic dredging of the canal is required to maintain authorized depths. Dredged material is typically 
disposed of at the Massachusetts Bay Disposal Area. The Town of Sandwich has requested that the 
material from any future maintenance work be placed directly on the three beaches adjacent to the east 
end of the canal. At the request of the town, a Section 204 investigation was Initiated in May 2008, which 
will determine if further Federal participation is warranted. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA: 

Feasibilitv 

Desian & Imolementation 

Estimated Federal Cost 

200,000 

585,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 

0 

315,000 

Cash 

(0) 

(315,000) 

Other 

(0) 

(0) 

Total Estimated Prdject Cdst 

200,000 

900,000 

Allocation thru FY 2008 

100,000 

0 

Allocation for FY 2009 

0 

0 

Recovery Act Allocations to Date 

0 

0 

Allocation for FY 2010 

65,000 

0 

Balance to Complete After FY 2010 

35,000 

585,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 

N/A 

N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : FY 2010 funds are being used to continue the feasibility study of beneficial use of 
dredged material, This study will determine the additional cost to place dredged material directly on the 
beach areas as opposed to the Massachusetts Bay Disposal Area. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : Complete feasibility in FY 201 1 . 

OTHER INFORMATION : None. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Senators Kirk (MA) & Kerry (MA). Representative Delahunt (MA-10) 


DISTRICT; New England 


1 February 2010 


NAD - 79 


54862B 


03/19/2010 
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FACT SHEET 

SECTION 107 - CONTINUING AUTHORITIES PROGRAM 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS PROGRAM : CAP - Navigation 

PROJECT/ STUDY NAME : Charlestown Breachway and Ninigret Pond. Charlestown, R! 

AUTHORIZATION : Section 1 07 of the Rivers and Harbors Act of 1960. as amended. 

LOCATION : The Charlestown Breachway is located along the south coast of Rhode Island in the Town of 
Charlestown, Washington County. 

DESCRIPTION : An artificial miet known as the breachway was locally constructed in the 1950’s to provide 
navigation from deep water in Block Island Sound to Ninigret Pond, and to improve shellfish propagation in 
the pond. A number of large boulders in the inlet and its seaward approach create a serious hazard to 
navigation. A plan to clear the inlet and approach was approved by CENAD on 26 May 2005 as the basis 
for prepanng plans and specifications for this small navigation project. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA : 
Estimated Federal Cost 
Estimated Non-Federal Cost 
Cash 
Other 

Total Estimated Project Cost 

Allocation thru FY 2008 
Allocation for FY 2009 
Recovery Act Allocations to Date 
Allocation for FY 2010 
Balance to Complete After FY 2010 
Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 


Feasibllitv 

Desian & Imolementation 

100,000 

990,000 

0 

110,000 

(0) 

(110,000) 

(0) 

(0) 

100,000 

1,100,000 

100,000 

747,000 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

243,000 

N/A 

0.2 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Draft plans and specifications for boulder removal are complete. Available funds 
are being used to complete technical review and final environmental coordination. The cost to construct 
the project has increased significantly as larger equipment is needed to safely remove boulders from the 
breachway The project is no longer economically justified under Section 107 Authority (0.2 BCR). Signing 
of a Project Partnership Agreement (PPA) is on hold pending act language and appropriation of additional 
funds to construct the project. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : Pending act language, complete construction 
in 2011. 

OTHER INFORMATION : The following act language is suggested for inclusion under General Provisions: 
The Secretary of the Army is directed to use such sums as are necessary from amounts 
appropriated in this Act or any prior Act for prosecuting projects pursuant to the authority 
provided by Section 107 of the River and Harbor Act of 1960 as amended (33 U.S.C. 577) to initiate 
and complete construction of a proyect to remove boulders from the breachway at Charleston 
Breachway and Inlet, Charlestown, Rhode Island, notwithstanding the cost-benefit ratio of the 
project. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Senators Reed (Rl) & WhItehouse (Rl). Representative Langevin (RI-2) 
DISTRICT : New England 


1 February 2010 


NAD - 80 


54862B 


03/19/2010 
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FACT SHEET 

SECTION 107 - CONTINUING AUTHORITIES PROGRAM 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE : CAP - Navigation 

PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Fairless Hills Turning Basin, PA 

AUTHORIZATION : Section 107 of the River and Harbor Act of 1960, as amended. 

LOCATION : The project site is situated along the Delaware River in Falls Township, Bucks County, PA. It 
is located approximately 21 miles north of Philadelphia, PA, near Bristol, PA. 

DESCRIPTION : A feasibility study will investigate the deepening of the Fairiess Hills turning basin from 
35 feet to 40 feet. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA: 


Estimated Federal Cost 
Estimated Non-Federal Cost 
Total Estimated Project Cost 
Allocation thru FY08 
Allocation for FY09 
Allocation for FY2010 
Recovery Act Allocation to Date 
Balance to Complete After FY 2010 
Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 


FY2010 

Design Slmplementation 
$1,165,000 
$ 388,000 
$1,553,000 
$ 0 
$ 63,926 

$1,115,000 1/ 

$ 0 
$1,065,000 
$ N/A 


1/ Funds are pending until a Project Partnership Agreement is executed. 


FY2010 ACTiVITIES : Complete feasibility study and negotiate draft Project Partnership Agreement with 
the non-Federal sponsor. Funds ($1,1 15,000) will be used to initiate and complete design and initiate 
complete construction. 


EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : Construction will be completed by FY2012. 


OTHER INFORMATION : None. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Rep. Murphy (PA-8) and Senators Specter and Casey (PA) 
DISTRICT : Philadelphia 


1 February 2010 


NAD - 81 


54862B 


03/19/2010 
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FACT SHEET 

SECTION 107 -CONTINUING AUTHORITIES PROGRAM 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS LINE : CAP - Navigation 

PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Fishermans Cove, Norfolk, Virginia 

AUTHORIZATION : Section 107, River and Harbor Act of 1960, as amended. 

LOCATION : On the south shore of the Chesapeake Bay, within the western branch of 
the Little Creek Inlet. 


DESCRIPTION : A channel 100 feet wide and 10 feet deep from the Federally 
authorized Little Creek channel to the Route 60 highway bridge, approximately one mile. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 
Estimated Federal Cost 
Estimated Non-Federal Cost 
Cash 
Other 

Total Estimated Cost 


FY 2010 

Design & Implementation 
682,000 
102,000 
101.000 
1,000 
784,000 


Allocation thru FY 2008 582,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 0 

Recovery Act Allocations to Date 0 

Allocation for FY 2010 100,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 201 0 0 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Fiscal year 2010 funds will be used to execute a Project 
Partnership Agreement, to complete the detailed design, and construct the project. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : FY2011 


OTHER INFORMATION : The local sponsor supports the project and has stated that all 
outstanding items of local cooperation are ready to be provided once the PPA is 
executed. All the necessary permits have been obtained. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Senators Warner and Webb (VA). Representative Nye 
(VA-2). 

DISTRICT: Norfolk 


1 February 2010 


NAD - 82 


54862B 


03/19/2010 
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FACT SHEET 

SECTION 107 - CONTINUING AUTHORITIES PROGRAM 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS PROGRAM : CAP - Navigation 

PROJECT/ STUDY NAME : Hampton Harbor, Hampton, New Hampshire (Blackwater River) 

AUTHORIZATION : Section 107 of the Rivers and Harbors Act of 1960, as amended. 

LOCATION : Hampton Harbor is located In Rockingham County on the east coast of New Hampshire about 
10 miles south of Portsmouth. New Hampshire. 

DESCRIPTION : The existing Federal project provides for an 8-foot entrance channel and seaward 
extensions of two stone jetties. Project was completed in 1965 and last maintained in 1987. The 1964 
project was essentially development of a new harbor with little existing navigation. Federal project features 
were limited to the harbor entrance and inlet, while the state developed the inner harbor. Since the 1960's 
Hampton Harbor has grown to be the State’s largest commercial fishing port. State requested study of 
inner harbor anchorage improvements for the commercial fleet. Study activities were delayed pending 
construction of the Section 227 National Erosion Control Demonstration Project for Seabrook Harbor, 
which was completed in April 2005 and is designed to reduce shoaling in the inner harbor. The proposed 
project provides for extending the 8-foot channel into the inner harbor vi/ith branches to the north 
(Hampton) and south (Seabrook) basins, and dredging 8-foot anchorage areas in both basins to 
accommodate the existing commercial fishing and lobstenng fleets. Work involves dredging about 80,000 
cubic yards of clean sand, which would be pumped to the adjacent Stale beaches in Hampton and 
Seabrook outside the harbor on either side of the inlet. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA: 

Feasibililv 

Desian & Imolementation 

Estimated Federal Cost 

160,000 1/ 

1,755,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 

60,000 

195,000 

Cash 

(60,000) 

(195,000) 

Other 

(0) 

(0) 

Total Estimated Protect Cost 

220,000 

1,950,000 

Allocation thru FY 2008 

160,000 

167,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 

0 

0 

Recovery Act Allocations to Date 

0 

0 

Allocation for FY 2010 

0 

0 

Balance to Complete After FY 2010 

0 

1,588,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 

N/A 

1.2 


V Feasibility is cost shared 50/50. The Initial $100,000 is 100% Federally funded. 

FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Available feasibility funds are being used to complete the Decision Document in 
May 2010. Upon approval of the Decision Document, available Design and implementation funds of 
$50,000 will be used to negotiate a Project Partnership Agreement with the sponsor. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : Complete the feasibility study in FY 2010 and 
project construction in FY 201 1 . 

OTHER INFORMATION : A Feasibility Cost-Sharing Agreement was executed on 1 7 October 2003 with 
the Pease Development Authority, Division of Ports and Harbors, an agency of the State of New 
Hampshire. The Pease Development Authority has provided their full share of study costs. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST Senators Judd (NH) & Shaheen (NH). Representative Shea-Porter (NH-0 1 ) 

DISTRICT : New England 


1 February 2010 


NAD - 83 


54862B 


03/19/2010 



2916 


FACT SHEET 

SECTION 204 - CONTINUING AUTHORITIES PROGRAM 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS PROGRAM - CAP - Navigation 

PROJECT/ STUDY NAME ' Newburyport Harbor, Massachusetts 

AUTHORIZATION : Section 204 of the Water Resources Development Act of 1992, as amended. 

LOCATION : Newburyport Harbor is located at the mouth of the Merrimack River, about 4 miles south of 
the Massachusetts and New Hampshire state line. 

DESCRIPTION : The existing Federal navigation project provides for a 15-foot entrance channel, then a 9- 
foot channel through Newburyport Harbor to a 9-foot turning basin at the mouth of the Merrimack River. 
The project includes construction of north and south stone jetties at the entrance to Newburyport Harbor. 
The project was completed in August 1958 and last maintained In August 1999. Natural shoaling 
processes have reduced available depths in parts of the channel and turning basin making navigation 
difficult. Proposed maintenance dredging would involve the removal of about 160.000 cubic yards of 
material by hopper dredge, with disposal at a near shore site off of Plum Island. Environmental 
restrictions require this work to be performed between 2 November and 14 March. The towns of Newbury 
and Salisbury have requested that dredged material be placed directly on the beach. A Section 204 
investigation was initiated in April 2008, which determined that Federal participation is warranted. Direct 
placement of sand onto the beach would cost an additional $2,000,000. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA. 

Feasibililv 

Desidn & Imolementation 

Estimated Federal Cost 

150.000 

1,300,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 

0 

700,000 

Cash 

(0) 

(660,000) 

Other 

(0) 

(40,000) 

Total Estimated Project Cost 

150,000 

2,000,000 

Allocation thru FY 2008 

100,000 

0 

Allocation for FY 2009 

50,000 

60,000 

Recovery Act Allocations to Date 

0 

0 

Allocation for FY 2010 

0 

1,240,000 

Balance to Complete After FY 2010 

0 

0 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 

N/A 

37 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : A Project Partnership Agreement was signed with the Commonwealth of 
Massachusetts Department of Conservation and Recreation on 9 November 2009. Section 204 FY 2010 
funds of $1 ,240,000, along with Operation and Maintenance Appropriation funds, are being used to 
advertise and award a fully funded contract In July 2010 to perform maintenance dredging of Newburyport 
Harbor with direct placement of dredged material on surrounding area beaches. The additional cost to 
place dredged material on the beach as opposed to near shore disposal is being cost-shared under 
Section 204. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE - Complete construction in FY 201 1 . 

OTHER INFORMATION : None. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Senators Kirk (MA) & Kerry (MA), Representative Tierney (MA-6) 
DISTRICT: New England 


1 February 2010 


NAD - 84 


54862B 


03/19/2010 
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FACT SHEET 

SECTION 1 07 - CONTINUING AUTHORITIES PROGRAM 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS PROGRAM - CAP - Navigation 

PROJECT/ STUDY NAME : Point Judith Harbor and Pond, Narragansett, Rhode Island 
AUTHORIZATION : Section 107 of the Rivers and Harbors Act of 1960, as amended. 


LOCATION : Harbor is located in the lower end of Point Judith Pond with its entrance inside the Point 
Judith Harbor of Refuge in the Towns of Narragansett and South Kingston, Rhode Island. 


DESCRIPTION : Point Judith Harbor is Rhode Island’s largest commercial fishing port and the third largest 
fishing port in New England. Harbor supports a fleet of more than 100 commercial fishing boats, many are 
large offshore ground fishing craft, A ferry terminal serving the island community of Block Island also has 
its mainland terminal at Point Judith. The existing Federal project, completed in 1977, provides for a 15- 
foot entrance channel through a revetted inlet from the harbor of refuge into the lower pond. The 15-foot 
channel branches to access facilities along the east and west shores of the harbor, with a 10-foot 
anchorage between the branches. The west branch channel continues up Point Judith Pond another 3.8 
miles to the village of Wakefield at a 6-foot depth. Since the existing project was completed the fishing 
fleet has grown and requires channel improvements to support continued safe and efficient operation. 

The State has expanded the fishing piers along the north side of the eastern waterfront and now desires 
that the east branch channel be extended to improve access to this area at a depth of 10 feet or greater. 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA : Feasibility Design & Implementation 

1,080,000 
120,000 
(120,000) 

( 0 ) 

1 , 200,000 

0 
0 
0 
0 

1,080,000 
N/A 

1/ Feasibility is cost shared 50/50. The initial $100,000 is 100% Federally funded. 


Estimated Federal Cost 200,000 V 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 100.000 

Cash (100,000) 

Other (0) 

Total Estimated Project Cost 300,000 

Allocation thru FY 2008 0 

Allocation for FY 2009 0 

Recovery Act Allocations to Date 0 

Allocation for FY 2010 100,000 

Balance to Complete After FY 2010 0 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : FY 2010 funds are being used to initiate a feasibility study of navigation 
improvements at Point Judith Harbor. Initial efforts are re-examining the improvements proposed in 1989 
along with other improvements for the fishing fleet to determine if Federal participation is warranted. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : Complete feasibility study in 2012. 


OTHER INFORMATION : A Detailed Project Report published in 1989 found favorable economic 
justification and concluded that Federal participation was warranted. The State decided not to pursue 
such improvements at that time but has now asked that the proposal be re-examined. 


CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Senators Reed (Rl) & Whitehouse (Rl), Representative Langevin (RI-2) 


DISTRICT : New England 


1 February 2010 


NAD - 85 


54862B 


03/19/2010 
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FACT SHEET 

Section 107 - Continuing Authorities Program 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LiNE : CAP - Navigation 
PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Rhodes Point, MD 

AUTHORIZATION : Continuing Authorities Program, Section 107, Rivers and Harbors Act of 1960, as 
amended 

LOCATION : Somerset County, MD 

DESCRIPTION : Rhodes Point is located along the southwestern shoreline of Smith Island in Somerset County. 
Maryland. The island is 12 miles west of Crisfield, Maryland and 95 miles south of Baltimore; straddling the 
Maryland and Virginia state line. Smith Island Is actually a cluster of marsh areas, separated by shallow tidal 
guts (creeks or channels). The small pockets of uplands are used as residential portions of the three towns; 
Tylerton, Ewell and Rhodes Point. The area of interest during this study was Sheep Pen Gut, connecting 
Rhodes Point to the Chesapeake Bay. The current Federal navigation channel that serves Rhodes Point goes 
through Sheep Pen Gut. The primary navigation problem being experienced by watermen is rapid shoaling in 
the existing Federal channel. The recommended plan is a twin jetty with a realigned channel combined with a 
spur or jetty extension and a sill. Material dredged as part of the channel realignment will be used to backfill 
behind the sill to create two acres of tidal wetlands. This alternative produced a benefit to cost ratio of 1.2 and 
is the recommended plan at an estimated cost of $7.8 million, which will be shared 90% Federal and 1 0% non- 
Federal, with an additional 1 0% of the implementation costs, less credit for lands, easements, rights-of-way. 
relocations and dredged material placement sites, paid back at the end of construction. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 

Feasibility 

FY 2010 

Desion & Imolementation 

Estimated Federal Cost 

$ 90,000 

$6,910,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 

0 

768,000 

Cash 

Other 

Total Estimated Cost 

$ 90,000 

$7,678,000 

Allocation thru 2008 

$90,000 

$4,046,900 

Allocation for FY 2009 

0 

0 

Allocation for FY 2010 

0 

0 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 

0 

$ 2,863,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio at 7% 


Not available 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : None, Future work on the project is dependent upon Congressional direction and optimal 
funding. See Further Information below. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE ' With Congressional direction and optimal funding, a construction 
contract could be awarded in FY 2011. 

FURTHER INFORMATION : A waiver request to allow the project to increase the Federal limit of the project in accordance 
with the Water Resources Development Act of 2007 was disapproved by Headquarters in April 2009. Congressional directior 
is now required for the project to be implemented. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Senators Mikulski and Cardin (MD); Representative Kratovii (MD-01) 

DISTRICT : Baltimore 


1 February 2010 


NAD - 86 


54862B 


03/19/2010 
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FACT SHEET 

SECTION 1 1 1 - CONTINUING AUTHORITIES PROGRAM 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS PROGRAM : CAP - Navigation 

PROJECT/ STUDY NAME : Saco River and Camp Ellis Beach, Saco, Maine 

AUTHORIZATION : Section 111 of the Rivers and Harbors Act of 1968, as amended. Section 3085 of 
WRDA 2007 authorizes a maximum of $26.9 million for the project. 

LOCATION : Camp Ellis Beach is located in Saco, Maine, about 16 miles soutfi of Portland. Maine. 

DESCRIPTION : The Saco River Federal Navigation Project consists of an 8-foot deep channel. 100 to 
200 feet wide. The channel is protected to the south by a 4,800-foot long jetty and to the north by a 6,600- 
foot long breakwater. Camp Ellis Beach lies adjacent to the north breakwater and extends 2,500 feet 
north to Ferry Beach. Coastal storms have caused severe shoreline erosion along Camp Ellis Beach and 
the loss of about 36 homes. State and city ofRcials believe and studies have concluded that the north 
breakwater is the principal source of the erosion problem. Proposed plans involve a combination of sand 
nourishment, structural modification of the north breakwater and construction of one or more land-based 
or off-shore breakwaters, groins or jetties. State law prohibits construction of coastal structures tied to the 
shore, and would only permit offshore structures. The effectiveness of various structural solutions is being 
evaluated through model studies 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA: 

Feasibility 

Desian & ImDiementation 

Estimated Federal Cost 

698,000 

26,202,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 

0 

0 

Cash 

(0) 

(0) 

Other 

(0) 

(0) 

T otai Estimated Project Cost 

698,000 

26,202,000 

Allocation thru FY 2008 

698,000 

2,170,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 

0 

0 

Recovery Act Allocations to Date 

0 

0 

Allocation for FY 2010 

0 

300,000 

Balance to Complete After FY 2010 

0 

23,732,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 

N/A 

N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : FY 2010 funds are being used to complete project design, including a decision 
document, environmental documentation and real estate plan. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE . Complete project construction in FY 2013. 

OTHER INFORMATION : The original jetties were constructed beginning in 1824. The northern 
breakwater was reconstructed beginning in 1866 and substantially modified in 1967. Modeling analysis by 
the Corps Coastal and Hydraulics Laboratory, completed in December 1994. found that erosion was 
caused by several factors, including reflection of waves off the north breakwater, and tunneling of currents 
along the structure. Further studies by the State concluded that Uie jetties also re-direct riverine sands 
offshore eliminating that source of natural renourishment for the adjacent beaches. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Senators Collins (ME) & Snowe (ME), Representative Pingree (ME-1) 

DISTRICT : New England 


1 February 2010 


NAD - 87 


54862B 


03/19/2010 
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FACT SHEET 

SECTION 107 - CONTINUING AUTHORITIES PROGRAM 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE : CAP - Navigation 

PROJECT/STUDY NAME . Schuylkill River at Girard Point. PA 

AUTHORIZATION . Section 107 of the River and Harbor Act of 1960, as amended. 

LOCATION : The project site is situated along the Schuylkill River at Girard Point in the City of 
Philadelphia. 

DESCRIPTION ' A feasibility study will investigate deepening the Schuylkill River at Girard Point, PA. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA: FY2010 

Feasibilitv 

Estimated Federal Cost $ 200.000 

Estimated Non-Federat Cost $ 100.000 

Total Estimated Project Cost $ 300,000 

Allocation thru FY08 $ 10,000 

Allocation for FY09 $ 20.000 

Allocation for FY20 10 $ 70,000 

Recovery Act Allocation to Date $ 0 

Balance to Complete After FY 2010 $ 100.000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% $ TBD 


FY2010 ACTIVITIES : Continue feasibility study and negotiate and execute a Feasibility Cost Share 
Agreement with the non-Federal sponsor 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : Feasibility Study will be completed in FY2011 
OTHER INFORMATION : None. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Rep. Murphy (PA-8) and Senators Specter and Casey (PA) 

DISTRICT : Philadelphia 


1 February 2010 


NAD - 88 


54862B 


03/19/2010 
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FACT SHEET 

Section 107 - Continuing Authorities Program 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE : CAP - Navigation 

PROJECT/STUDY NAME : St. Jerome Creek, St, Mary’s County, MD 


AUTHORIZATION: Continuing Authorities Program, Section 107 of the River and Harbor Act of 1960, 

as amended 



LOCATION: St. Marv's Countv, Maryland 



DESCRIPTION: St. Jerome Creek is located in St. Marv's County, Maryland, along the western shore 
of the Chesapeake Bay between St, Jerome Neck and Fresh Pond Neck. The existing Federal 
navigation project consists of a channel and turning basin of 200 feet wide and 300 feet long opposite 
Airdele, in St. Jerome Creek, and is approximately 5 miles north of the mouth of the Potomac River and 
6 miles southeast of St. Mary’s City. The proposed project would involve construction of a jetty or 
jetties that would protect the mouth of St. Jerome Creek. The proposed action would restore vessel 
utilization of the channel and associated turning basin, as well as, reduce the need for future 

maintenance dredging. 


FY 2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 

Feasibilitv 

Desion & Imolementation 

Estimated Federal Cost 

$388,800 

$3,600,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 

$288,800 

$400,000 

Cash 

$270,300 

$400,000 

Other 

$ 18,500 

0 

Total Estimated Cost 

$677,600 

$4,000,000 

Allocation thru 2008 

$388,800 

0 

Allocation for FY 2009 

0 

0 

Allocation for FY 2010 

0 

$50,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 

0 

$3,950,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio at 7% 


Not available yet 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Complete the feasibility study, the feasibility report is expected to be submitted 
to the North Atlantic Division office for approval during the 4"’ quarter of FY10. Execute a Project 
Partnership Agreement, and initiate plans and specifications. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : FY2013. 

OTHER INFORMATION : None 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST: Senators Mikulski and Cardin (MD); Representative Hoyer (MD-05) 
DISTRICT: Baltimore 


1 February 2010 


NAD - 89 


54862B 


03/19/2010 
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FACT SHEET 

SECTION 107 -CONTINUING AUTHORITIES PROGRAM 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS LINE : CAP - Navigation 

PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Tangier Island Jetty, Accomack County, Virginia 

AUTHORIZATION : Section 107, River and Harbor Act of 1 960 (P.L. 86-645), as 
amended; Section 577, WRDA 1996 (P.L. 104-303), as amended; and Section 3162, 
WRDA2007 (P.L. 110-114), as amended. 

LOCATION ; On the west side of Tangier Island, Virginia 

DESCRIPTION ; The proposed jetty would extend south 300 feet from the north shore 
on the west side of the island, then dogleg southwest 200 feet, parallel to the channel A 
1 70 foot revetment would armor the shoreline at the base of the structure. A 50-foot 
jetty off the seawall on the south shore would reduce wave refraction. The purpose is to 
reduce direct wave attack and sheets of ice pushed into the harbor and channel. It will 
also reduce shoreline erosion and sediment flow to the navigation channel. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 
Estimated Federal Cost 
Estimated Non-Federal Cost 
Cash 
Other 

Total Estimated Cost 


Allocation thru FY 2008 0 

Allocation for FY 2009 50,000 

Recovery Act Allocations to Date 0 

Allocation for FY 2010 450,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 2,734,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Develop, negotiate, and execute a Project Partnership 
Agreement with the non-Federai Sponsor and initiate the detailed design of the project, 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : FY2013 

OTHER INFORMATION : A reconnaissance report was approved in March 1995, which 
indicated that the jetty was not economically feasible (BCR 0.50), However, the Water 
Resources Development Act of 1996 authorized the project. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Senators Warner and Webb (VA), Representative Nye 
(VA-2). 

DISTRICT: Norfolk 


1 February 2010 NAD - 90 


FY 2010 

Design & Implementation 

3.234.000 

366.000 

365.000 
1,000 

3.600.000 
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FACT SHEET 

SECTION 107 - CONTINUING AUTHORITIES PROGRAM 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS PROGRAM - CAP - Navigation 

PROJECT/ STUDY NAME : Woods Hole Great Harbor, Falmouth, Massachusetts 
AUTHORIZATION : Section 107 of the River and Harbor Act of 1960, as amended, 

LOCATION : Woods Hole Great Harbor is located at the southwestern end of Cape Cod at the confluence of 
Vineyard Sound and Buzzards Bay in the Town of Falmouth, Barnstable County. Massachusetts. 

DESCRIPTION ' The existing Federal navigation project for the Woods Hole Channel provides a 1 3-foot 
channel connecting the Sound and Bay and enters the Sound at the mouth to Great Harbor. An existing 
Federal project for Woods Hole Little Harbor provides a 17-foot channel to access the USCG facilities at Little 
Harbor. There is no existing Federal project for Great Harbor though some works of protection were 
constructed in the early 1 800s. The Town of Falmouth has requested a Section 1 07 study of deep draft 
channel and turning basin improvements in Great Harbor in support of vessel access for the Wood Hole 
Oceanographic Institute (WHOI), NOAA Fisheries installation, Woods Hole Martha's Vineyard and Nantucket 
Steamship Authority and transient users Including the USCG and US Navy. The harbor's location at the 
confluence of the Bay and Sound make it an important stopover for vessel traffic along the New England Coast 
and reason for construction of Federal, State and WHOI facilities in the port. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA : Feasibility 

Estimated Federal Cost 100,000 

Estimated Non-Federai Cost 0 

Cash (0) 

Other (0) 

Total Estimated Project Cost 100,000 

Allocation thru FY 2008 198,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 0 

Recovery Act Allocations to Date 0 

Allocation for FY 2010 0 

Balance to Complete After FY 2010 -98,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Available funds are being used to complete an initial appraisal of navigation 
improvements at Woods Hole Great Harbor including preliminary investigations to determine Federal interest. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : Complete feasibility in FY 201 1 

OTHER INFORMATION : NOAA provided funds to the Corps under an interagency agreement for study and 
design of a new entrance channel, harbor basin, berth and pier for its newest class of research vessel. NOAA 
also provided funds for construction of the entrance channel, which was completed In March 2009. 

Construction of the harbor basin, berth and new pier wait further NOAA funding. NOAA’s ongoing funding of 
project construction would negate any need for further Federal participation under Section 107 Authority. 

NOAA may seek future Federal maintenance of the newly constructed entrance channel under the Operation 
and Maintenance appropriation. If NOAA does not fund further construction efforts and preliminary 
investigations determine Federal interest, FY 2010 planned carryover funds of $98,000 could be used to sign a 
Feasibility Cost Sharing Agreement with the State or Town and continue the feasibility study; including plan 
formulation, cost estimating and preparation of the draft report and Environmental Assessment. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Senators Kerry (MA) S Kirk (MA), Representative Delahunt (MA-10) 

DISTRICT : New England 


1 February 2010 
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Aquatic Ecosystem Restoration 


1 February 2010 


NAD - 92 
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Investigations 


1 February 201 0 NAD - 93 
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FACT SHEET 
INVESTIGATIONS 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE- Environment 

STUDY NAME: Bronx River Basin, New York 

AUTHORIZATION: U S. House of Representatives Committee on Transportation & Infrastructure 
Resolution adopted 24 March 1998, Docket #2551 

LOCATION: The Bronx River basin study area occupies 56 square miles in central and lower 
Westchester County, and Bronx County of the City of New York, 

DESCRIPTION: Local communities throughout the Bronx River Basin have suffered significant 
environmental degradation. The reconnaissance study, certified in January 2000, recommended further 
study of environmental restoration opportunities. 


FY 2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA: Feasibility 

Estimated Federal Cost $2,500,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 2,250,000 

Total Estimated Cost $4,750,000 

Allocation thru FY 2008 $1 ,526,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 382,000 

Allocation for FY 2010 269.000 

Recovery Act Allocation To Date 0 

Balance to complete after FY 2010 323,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES: FY 1 0 funds, along with prior year funds, will be used to continue feasibility study 
efforts, including site specific engineering and planning modeling, model certification, environmental 
analyses, and coordination with non-Federal interests. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE: Feasibility Phase completion to be 
determined, subject to availability of funds. 

OTHER INFORMATION: Non-Federal sponsorjs) inability to provide required non-Federal cost-share 
matching study funds may delay progress of study. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST Representatives Joseph Crowley (NY-7), Jose Serrano (NY-16), and 
Nita Lowey (NY-18) 

DISTRICT: New York 


1 February 2010 
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FACT SHEET 
INVESTIGATIONS 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE. Environment 

STUDY NAME: Chesapeake Bay Shoreline Erosion, Maryland Coastal Management Feasibility Study, 
MD 

AUTHORIZATION: Resolution of Senate Committee on Public Works, 1961; Resolution of House 
Committee on Public Works, 1962; Resolution of the U S. Senate Committee on Environment and Public 
Works, 28 June 1983. Senate Committee on Environment and Public Works resolution dated 23 May 
2001 . 

LOCATION' The study area includes the Maryland portion of the Chesapeake Bay coastal zone and 
tributaries in Maryland. The study area includes over 4,000 miles of shoreline and a watershed of over 
64.000 acres. 

DESCRIPTION. The study is designed to provide better tools to individual landowners and develop an 
overall master plan that reduces hurricane and storm damage, protects vital natural resources, and 
develops coastal restoration projects within the coastal zone. In particular, the study will emphasize the 
restoration of coastal function, protection of vital infrastructure and resources, and the restoration of 
aquatic ecosystem habitat A feasibility study cost sharing agreement was executed with the Maryland 
Department of Natural Resources in September 2004. 


FY 2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA : Feasibility 

Estimated Federal Cost $3,147,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 3.147,000 

Cash (0) 

Other (3,147,000) 

Total Estimated Study Cost $3,147,000 

Allocation thru FY2008 $1,147,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 287.000 

Allocation for FY 2010 90,000 

Recovery Act Allocation to Date 60,000 

Balance to Complete After FY 2010 $1,563,000 

Remaining Benefits Remaining Costs Ratio (7%) N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES: Finalize the Management Plan and Technical Guide. Develop Project 
Management Plans and execute the Feasibility Coast Share Agreements with potential sponsors for 
Federally-justified projects. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FOR PHASE: With optimum funding, finalize the Management 
Plan and Technical Guide Fail 2010. The feasibility study could be completed in September 2013. 

OTHER INFORMATION : None. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST: Senators Cardin and MIkutski (MD), Senators Casey and Specter (PA), 
Senators Warner and Webb (VA), Representatives Kratovil (MD-01) and Kanjorski (PA-11). 

DISTRICT : Baltimore 


1 February 2010 
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FACT SHEET 
INVESTIGATIONS 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE . Environment 

STUDY NAME: Chesapeake Bay Susquehanna Reservoir Sediment Management, PA. MD & VA 

AUTHORIZATION: Resolution of the U.S. Senate Committee on Environment and Public Works dated 23 
May 2001 - Chesapeake Bay Shoreline Erosion. 

LOCATION: The Susquehanna River Basin drains a 27.500 square mile area, covering half of 
Pennsylvania, and portions of New York and Maryland, encompassing 43% of the Bay’s drainage area. 

DESCRIPTION: 

Though the effects of sediment on the Chesapeake Bay and its living resources have been researched, 
past studies have not included an examination of the impact of the Lower Susquehanna River Dams on 
sediment transport into the Bay. As of 1990, it was estimated that 280 million tons of sediment originating 
from the Susquehanna River watershed were trapped behind the four hydroelectric dams located on the 
Lower Susquehanna River between Havre de Grace, Maryland and Harrisburg. Pennsylvania. Three of 
the four dams; Holtwood, Safe Harbor, and York Haven have reached steady state. That is, they have 
fully silted in and no longer trap sediment. It is estimated that the Conowingo Dam will cease to have 
trapping capacity in the next decade or two at which time the sediment Input to the bay may increase 
dramatically. This will have great impact on the Chesapeake Bay Sediment Total Maximum Daily Load 
that is being established. This study intends to determine the feasibility of removing sediment from behind 
the Conowingo Reservoir to increase capacity, as well as determining the benefits of increasing this 
capacity. High sediment loads into the Bay and the nutrients they carry can cause a loss of submerged 
aquatic vegetation, degradation of oyster and benthic habitat, and other environmental problems, as well 
as shoaling of navigation channels. 


FY 2010 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA; 

Recon 

Feasibilitv 

Estimated Federal Cost 

$835,000 

$2,250,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 

0 

750,000 

Cash 

(0) 

(0) 

Other 

(0) 

750,000 

Total Estimated Study Cost 

$835,000 

$3,000,000 

Allocation thru FY 2008 

$635,000' 

$ 0 

Allocation for FY 2009 

57,000 

0 

Allocation for FY 2010 

90,000 

0 

Balance to Complete After FY 2010 

$53,000 

$2,250,000 


Remaining Benefits Remaining Costs Ratio (7%) N/A 

' Multiple feasibility studies have resulted from this reconnaissance effort. 

FY 2010 ACTIVITIES: A sponsor{s) will be identified and a project management plan will be developed. 
EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : Complete 905(b) report in FY1 1 . 

OTHER INFORMATION : None. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST: Senators Cardin and Mikulski (MD), Casey and Specter (PA), Warner 
and Webb (VA); Representatives Kratovil (MD-01) and Kanjorski (PA-11). 

DISTRICT: Baltimore 


1 February 2010 
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FACT SHEET 
INVESTIGATIONS 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS LINE : Environmental and Flood Damage Reduction 
PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Chowan River Basin, Virginia and North Carolina 
AUTHORIZATION : Resolution adopted 2 May 2007 by the House T&i Committee 
LOCATION : In southeastern Virginia and northeastern North Carolina 

DESCRIPTION : The Chowan River is 130 miles long and drains an area of 5,000 square miles. Sixteen 
counties or portions thereof are in the basin. The Chowan River itself is located entirely in North Carolina 
and flows from the confluence of the Nottoway and Blackwater Rivers at the state line for 50.6 miles to 
empty into Albemarle Sound. The third major tributary, the Meherrin River, empties Into the Chowan 
River about 36 miles above the mouth. There are authorized Federal navigation channels in the Meherrin 
River (10-foot depth), the Chowan River {12-foot depth), the Blackwater River (12-foot depth) and the 
Nottoway River (a 15-foot wide naturally deep recreational channel). There are no Federal flood control 
projects in the Chowan River Basin. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 
Estimated Federal Cost 
Estimated Non-Federal Cost 
Cash 
Other 

Total Estimated Cost 


FY 2010 
Reconnaissance 
$350,000 
0 

( 0 ) 

(0) 

$350,000 


Allocation thru FY 2008 $ 0 

Allocation for FY 2009 96,000 

Recovery Act Allocations to Date 0 

Allocation for FY 20 1 0 1 30,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 124,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Continue reconnaissance phase activities such as gathering existing data, 
stakeholder coordination, issue definition and sponsor identification. 


EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : FY2012. 


OTHER INFORMATION : Six of the top ten recorded flood levels in the City of Franklin, VA have occurred 
since 1998, including Hurricane Floyd (Flood of Record) in 1999. 

CONGRESSIONAL I NTEREST : Senators Warn er(VA), Webb ( VA), Burr(NC), and Hagan (NC). 
Representatives Scott (VA-3), Forbes (VA-4), Perriello (VA-5), Butterfield (NC-1), and W. Jones (NC-3) 

DISTRICT : Norfolk 


1 February 2010 
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FACT SHEET 
INVESTIGATIONS 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS PROGRAM . Environment 

PROJECT/ STUDY NAME : Connecticut River Ecosystem Restoration: VT, NH, MA & CT 

AUTHORIZATION : Study resolution of U.S. Senate, Committee on Public Works, adopted 23 May 2001 . 
Section 3155 of WRDA 2007 allows The Nature Consen/ancy (TNC) to act as a cost-sharing partner. 

LOCATION : The Connecticut River Watershed extends from the northernmost part of New Hampshire to 
Long Island Sound and includes a small portron of the Canadian Providence of Quebec. 

DESCRIPTION : The Connecticut River Watershed has experienced considerable development resulting in 
significant loss of floodplain, fish spawning habitat (e g. Atlantic salmon, striped Bass), wetlands, waterfowl 
nesting areas and other valuable fish and aquatic habitat. Existing aquatic habitat resources have also 
been impacted by deposition of eroded stream bank material. The construction of hydroelectric, flood 
control and other dams in the watershed along with municipal and commercial water withdrawals has 
altered the watershed’s natural hydrologic regime and has blocked the passage of anadromous fish. The 
study will evaluate measures to reduce stream bank erosion, restore anadromous fisheries migratory 
corridors and spawning habitat, restore degraded wetlands and riverine habitat and improve the overall 
fish and wildlife habitat, and management modifications of the dams to address ecological concerns. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA : Study 

Estimated Federal Cost $1,500,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 1,500,000 

Cash (750,000) 

Other (750,000) 

T otal Estimated Project Cost $3,000,000 

Allocation thru FY 2008 $108,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 191,000 

Recovery Act Allocations to Date 75,000 

Allocation for FY 2010 359,000 

Balance to Complete After FY 2010 $767,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : FY 2010 funds are being used to continue the feasibility study of all of the major 
dams in the watershed by developing a basin-wide hydrologic model. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : FY 2013. 

OTHER INFORMATION : The original Section 905(b) report was certified by HQUSACE on 1 3 September 
2002. An FCSA were negotiated with the Connecticut River Joint Commission to study environmental 
restoration measures: however, they were unable to secure study funds. The study was reexamined for 
environmental restoration opportunities in the Connecticut River Watershed including the West River in 
Vermont and the Ashuelot River in New Hampshire. The amended Section 905(b) Report was approved in 
2005 and an FCSA was executed with TNC on 5 August 2005. However, as a private nonprofit 
organization the TNC did not meet the legal definition as a non-Federal sponsor. The study was put on 
hold until WRDA 2007 provided a statutory fix. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Senators Lieberman (CT), Dodd (CT), Kirk (MA), Kerry (MA). Judd (NH), 
Shaheen (NH), Leahy (VT), and Sanders (VT); and Representatives Welch (VT-AL), Shea Porter (NH-1 ), 
McGovern (MA-3), Frank (MA-4), Lynch (MA-9), Delahunt (MA-10), Larson (CT-1 ), Courtney (CT-2), 
DeLauro (CT-3) and Murphy (CT-5) 

DISTRICT: New England 


1 February 2010 
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FACT SHEET 
INVESTIGATIONS 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE: Environment 

PROJECT NAME AND STATE: Delaware River Basin, Pine Knot, PA 

AUTHORIZATION: U.S. House of Representatives, Committee on Transportation and Infrastructure 
Resolution. Susquehanna and Delaware River Basins, Pennsylvania, dated May 22, 2002 

LOCATION: The Pine Knot study area Is located near Minersville, Schuylkill County, Pennsylvania 

DESCRIPTION: The Southern Anthracite Region was the subject of considerable degradation in the 
1 9th and early 20th centuries, providing power to the eastern United States to fuel the country's industrial 
development. The Reconnaissance Study was initiated in the spring of 2003 and assessed the Federal 
interest for further feasibility studies to develop potential solutions for watershed restoration, ecosystem 
restoration, fish and wildlife habitat restoration and allied purposes. As part of the reconnaissance phase 
an expedited reconnaissance study was completed in accordance with Section 905(b) of the Water 


Resources Development Act (WRDA) 1986. 


FY 2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA: 

Reconnaissance 

Feasibility 

Estimated Federal Cost: 

$125,000 

$1,200,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost. 

$ 0 

$1,200,000 

Total Estimated Cost: 

$125,000 

$2,400,000 

Allocation thru FY08: 

$125,000 

$ 25,000 

Allocation for FY09: 

$ 0 

$ 0 

Allocation for FY 2010 

$ 0 

$ 90,000 

Recovery Act Allocations to Date 

$ 0 

$ 0 

Balance to Complete After FY10: 

$ 0 

$1,085,000 

Benefit to Cost ration Applicable rate (%) 

N/A 

N/A 


FY2Q10 ACTIVITIES : FY2010 funds will be used to continue the feasibility study including coordinating 
and executing Phase 1 of a geotechnical contract. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : FY2015 

OTHER INFORMATION : The Feasibility Cost Sharing Agreement (FCSA) was executed on December 
19, 2008. Reconnaissance Phase was completed in FY2009. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Senators Specter and Casey (PA). Representative Kanjorski (PA-1 1 ) 
and Holden (PA-17) 

DISTRICT : Philadelphia 


1 February 2010 
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FACT SHEET 
INVESTIGATIONS 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE: Environment 

PROJECT NAME AND STATE: Delaware River Waterfront, PA 

AUTHORIZATION: House Resolution dated March 16, 2000, Delaware River Waterfront and Senate 
Resolution dated July 20, 2005, Delaware River and its Tributaries, New Jersey, New York, and 
Pennsylvania. 

LOCATION: The study area is comprised of the Delaware River from the Ben Franklin Bridge to the 
Poquessing Creek and the contributing watersheds of the Tookany/Tacony-Frankford Creek, Pennypack 
Creek, and Poquessing Creek, situated in Montgomery, Bucks, and Philadelphia /Counties, Pennsylvania. 

DESCRIPTION : This reconnaissance study will evaluate possible recommendations advisable in the 
interests of environmental restoration and protection, mitigation for previous activities and projects, 
riparian habitat improvement, water quality control, historic preservation, and other allied purposes. 


FY 


2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA: 

Reconnaissance 

Estimated Federal Cost: 

$200,000 

Estimated Non-Federai Cost; 

$ 

0 

Total Estimated Cost: 

$200,000 

Allocation thru FY08; 

$ 

0 

Allocation for FY09: 

$ 

96,000 

Allocation for FY 2010 

$ 

90,000 

Recovery Act Allocations to Date 

$ 

0 

Balance to Complete After FY10: 

$ 

14,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 


N/A 


FY2010 ACTIVITIES : Identify a non-federal sponsor. Complete the PMP. Execute a letter of intent and 
feasibility cost share agreement with the non-federal sponsor. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : The earliest completion for the 
Reconnaissance Phase would be early FY 2011. 

OTHER INFORMATION : Draft 905b Expedited Reconnaissance Study is complete and coordination 
efforts are ongoing to identify a non-federal sponsorjs). 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Congresswoman Schwartz (PA-13), Congressmen Brady (PA-1), Fattah 
(PA-2) and Murphy (PA-8) and Senators Specter and Casey. 

DISTRICT : Philadelphia 


1 February 2010 
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FACT SHEET 
INVESTIGATIONS 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS LINE : Environmental Restoration and Flood Damage Reduction 

PROJECT/STUDY NAME ' Dismal Swamp and Dismal Swamp Canal, Chesapeake, Virginia 

AUTHORIZATION . Resolution adopted May 22, 2002 by the Committee on Transportation and 
Infrastructure, U.S. House of Representatives 

LOCATION : City of Chesapeake, Virginia 

DESCRIPTION . The remnants of Hurricane Floyd {13 September 1999) caused significant flooding in the 
city of Chesapeake and the surrounding region. The Dismal Swamp is maintained as a swamp by fixed 
weirs across the drainage ditches to restrict the flow of water out of the swamp and inward to Lake 
Drummond in the middle of the Dismal Swamp. The water exiting Lake Drummond through a feeder ditch 
is used to maintain the level of water in the Dismal Swamp Canal, a portion of the Atlantic Intracoastal 
Waterway. The public perceives that the Corps might have reduced the flooding by diverting the 
floodwaters from Lake Drummond through the navigation locks at Deep Creek, Virginia, and at South 
Mills, North Carolina. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 
Estimated Federal Cost $ 
Estimated Non-Federal Cost 
Cash 
Other 

Totai Estimated Cost $1,156,0 


FY 2010 
Feasibility Study 
578,000 

578.000 

511.000 
67,000 

00 


Allocation thru FY 2008 
Allocation for FY 2009 
Recovery Act Allocations to Date 
Allocation for FY 2010 
Balance to Complete after FY 2010 
Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 


$ 427,000 

59.000 
0 

70.000 

$ 22,000 

N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : The tentatively selected plan for restoration of 3 sites will be obtained and the 
draft Alternative Formulation Briefing package will be completed and sent out for technical review. 


EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : FY2011. 


OTHER INFORMATION : Potential $200K increase in total costs being discussed with sponsor. 
CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Senators Warner (VA) and Webb (VA). Rep. Forbes {VA-4). 


DISTRICT: Norfolk 


1 February 2010 
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FACT SHEET 
INVESTIGATIONS 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE : Environment 

STUDY NAME . Forge River Watershed, Long Island, NY 

AUTHORIZATION : Study Resolution by the House Transportation and Infrastructure Committee, 
dated 28 June 2006 

LOCATION : Forge River Watershed is located between the towns of Mastic and Moriches in 
Suffolk County, New York. The river flows in a southerly direction into Moriches Bay. 

DESCRIPTION : In addition to erosion and flooding problems, former duck farms are creating 
negative environmental impacts in the Forge River and its tributaries. The Forge River was just 
added to the New York State list of impaired waterways by the State Department of 
Environmental Conservation, 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 
Estimated Federal Cost 
Estimated Non-Federal Cost 
Cash 
Other 

Total Estimated Cost 

Allocation thru FY 2008 

Allocation for FY 2009 

Allocation for FY 2010 

Recovery Act Allocation to Date 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 

1/ FY09 Conference amount is $119,000, 

Agreement is executed. 


FY2010 
Feasibility 
$1,500,000 
$1,500,000 
$ 699,000 
$ 801 ,000 
$3,000,000 

0 

$ 10 , 0001 / 

$117,000 

0 

$ 1,373,000 

expected when the Feasibility Cost Sharing 


which is 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : FY 10 funds will be used to initiate Feasibility Phase including: initiate 
determination of existing conditions through engineering, environmental, and economic studies, 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : FY 2013, subject to availability of 
funds. 


OTHER INFORMATION : None 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Representatives Timothy Bishop (NY-01); Senators Charles 
Schumer and Kirsten Gillibrand (NY) 

DISTRICT: New York 


1 February 2010 
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FACT SHEET 
INVESTIGATIONS 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE : Environment 
STUDY NAME: Four Mile Run, VA 

AUTHORIZATION. Section 201 of the Flood Control Act of 1965 

LOCATION. The Four Mile Run watershed extends over a drainage area of 19 1 square miles, primarily 
in the City of Alexandria and Arlington County, Virginia. 

DESCRIPTION: Due to frequent flash flooding in the 1960’s and 1970's in these areas, the Corps of 
Engineers constructed a local flood protection project on Four Mile Run, completing the project in 1983. 
The constructed project provides protection from flood flows of 27,000 cubic feet per second (cfs) on Four 
Mile Run and fluvial and tidal backwater stages from the Potomac River. The existing project features 
levees and floodwalls with associated interior drainage facilities, an improved channel, and the addition of 
and modification to several highway and railroad bridges. The non-Federal sponsors, the City of 
Alexandria and Ariington County, have expressed interest in environmental enhancements to the project 
that would not jeopardize the authorized project's level of flood protection. The feasibility study is focused 
on evaluating opportunities to restore aquatic and riparian habitat in the levee corridor and upstream 
watershed while maintaining a 100-year level of protection. 


FY 2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA : Feasibility 

Estimated Federal Cost $2,060,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 2,060,000 

Cash (0) 

Other (2,060,000) 

Total Estimated Study Cost $4,120,000 

Allocation thru FY 2008 $1,656,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 239,000 

Allocation for FY 20 1 0 112,000 

Balance to Complete After FY 2010 $ 53,000 

Remaining Benefits Remaining Costs Ratio (7%) N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES: Continue the feasibility phase efforts including completion of the wetland 
restoration designs, preparation of a draft feasibility report, and initiation of review activities. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : With optimum funding, feasibility study (Division 
Engineer's transmittal letter) would be completed in September 201 1 . 

OTHER INFORMATION : None. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST: Senators Warner and Webb (VA): Representative Moran (VA-08). 
DISTRICT : Baltimore 


1 February 2010 
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FACT SHEET 
INVESTIGATIONS 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE: Environment 


PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Gathright Dam and Lake Moomaw, Virginia 
AUTHORIZATION : Section 216, Flood Control Act of 1970 (P.L. 91-611), as amended 


LOCATION . On the Jackson River 19 miles north of Covington, Virginia. 

DESCRIPTION : The dam and reservoir provide flood control, water quality (low flow augmentation), 
recreation and trout habitat on the Jackson and James Rivers. Since the project's inception, the 
demographics of the James River Basin have changed considerably. The James River regularly incurs 
drought conditions and, in 2000-2002, a severe drought taxed Gathright’s ability to supplement the water 
in the James River. Widespread development throughout the basin has added pressure to maintaining 
and improving the overall environmental quality and recreational opportunities of the basin's water 
resources The feasibility study will evaluate Gathright Dam and Lake Moomaw's ability to alleviate the 
impacted environmental conditions along the rivers from Gathright Dam to the city of Richmond, Virginia. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 
Estimated Federal Cost 
Estimated Non-Federal Cost 
Cash 
Other 

Total Estimated Cost 


FY2010 
Feasibility Study 
$ 772,000 
772,000 

(193.000) 

(579.000) 
$1,544,000 


Allocation thru FY 2008 $ 0 

Allocation for FY 2009 0 

Recovery Act Allocations to Date 0 

Allocation for FY 2010 $ 233,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 $ 539,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Update the FY05 Project Management Plan, initiate the feasibility study data 
collection, initiate modeling and begin preparing alternatives analysis. 


EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE: FY2012 


OTHER INFORMATION : The Commonwealth of Virginia has written a letter expressing their support and 
willingness to sponsor this project and is currently reviewing the Draft FCSA and Project Management 
Plan for signature. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST: Senators Warner (VA) and Webb (VA); Reps. Scott (VA-3), Forbes (VA- 
4), Perriello(VA-5), Goodlatte(VA-6), and Cantor (VA-7). 

DISTRICT: Norfolk 


1 February 2010 
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FACT SHEET 
INVESTIGATIONS 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE : Environment 
PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Greenwood Lake, NY & NJ 

AUTHORIZATION : Section 5002 of the Water Resources Development Act of 2007 (P.L. 110-114) 

LOCATION : Greenwood Lake is located in Orange County, New York and Bergen County, NJ. 

DESCRIPTION : Greenwood Lake is the headwaters for the Wanaque reservoir system, which provides 
drinking water to approximately 2.9 million people in Northern New Jersey. The Greenwood Lake 
Watershed is approximately 27 square miles. Problems in the lake include excessive sedimentation and 
nutrients, leading to excess aquatic plant growth. A Watershed Management Plan tor the Lake in both 
New York and New Jersey will lead to storm water management within the watershed, which will reduce 
phosphorus loading, reduce plant growth and provide for lost recreational oppodunities in the Lake. 


FY 2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA Study 

Estimated Federal Cost $250,000 

Estimated Non-Federai Cost $250,000 

Total Estimated Cost $500,000 

Allocation thru FY 2008 0 

Allocation for FY 2009 0 

Allocation for FY 2010 $90,000 

Recovery Act Allocation to Date 0 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 $160,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : FY 2010 funds will be used to develop a reconnaissance level document (similar 
to a 905(b)), and initiate a Project Management Plan, negotiate a cost-sharing agreement with a potential 
study partner and initiate the watershed management assistance through either technical, design or 
planning assistance 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE . A reconnaissance level study would be 
completed in FY10 

OTHER INFORMATION : Implementation guidance tor this section of WRDA is still pending. A local 
sponsor as not yet been identified, 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Garrett (NJ-5), Hall (NY-19) 

DISTRICT: New York 


1 February 2010 
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FACT SHEET 
INVESTIGATIONS 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE: Environment 

STUDY NAME: Hudson-Raritan Estuary, Gowanus Canal, NY 

AUTHORIZATION: House of Representatives Committee on Transportation and Infrastructure Resolution 
{Docket Number 2596) dated 15 April 1999. 

LOCATION: The study area is the Gowanus Canal and Creek, off Bay Ridge Channel in Upper New 
York Harbor, Brooklyn, NY. 

DESCRIPTION: The Canal and Creek extend less than one mile, with widths ranging from 200 to 500 
feet and depths of 1 8 to 30 feet. As a part of the Hudson-Raritan Estuary, a national environmental 
resource, the waters of the canal and the surrounding shoreline, mudHats, intertidal, marshes and 
adjacent upland areas provide valuable habitat for many important commercial and recreational fish 
species, a wide variety of plant and wildlife resources and serves as a major flyway for migrating birds. 
Restoration measures could include hot spot removal of off-channel contaminated sediments, support to 
ongoing contaminant reduction efforts, creation/conversion of estuarine habitats and alteration of 
hydrology/hydraulics to improve flushing and water quality. 


FY 2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA: Feasibility 

Estimated Federal Cost $2,500,0 00 

Estimated Non-Federat Cost 2,500,000 

Total Estimated Cost 5,000,000 

Allocation Through FY 2008 $1,855,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 239.000 

Allocation for FY 2010 134,000 

Recovery Act Allocation To Date 0 

Balance to complete after FY 2010 272,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% N/A 


Note: The reconnaissance phase was funded as part of the comprehensive Hudson-Raritan Estuary 
Environmental Restoration, NY & NJ 

FY 2010 ACTIVITIES: FY 2010 funds along with prior year carryover funds, are being used to continue 
the feasibility phase of this study. The efforts include data collection, economic, hydraulic, and 
environmental analyses necessary to establish baseline conditions and formulate plan alternatives. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : FY 2012, subject to availability of funds. 

OTHER INFORMATION: The District initialed the reconnaissance phase in January 2000 and completed 
the 905b Analysis Fact Sheet in June 2000, which identified locations for further study within the harbor, 
including the Gowanus Creek and Canal. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST: Representatives Owens {NY-1 1) and Velasquez (NY-12). 

DISTRICT: New York 


1 February 2010 


NAD -106 


54862B 


03/19/2010 



2939 


FACT SHEET 
INVESTIGATIONS 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE - Environment 

STUDY NAME: Middle Potomac River Watershed Assessment, MD, VA. PA, WV & DC 

AUTHORIZATION: Section 729 of the Water Resources Development Act of 1986; resolutions of the 
Senate Public Works Committee, dated 26 January 1956 and 6 July 1959; resolution of the Senate 
Committee on Environment and Public Works, dated 23 May 2001 

LOCATION : The Middle Potomac River watershed encompasses approximately 11,500 square miles. It 
contains 175 miles of the Potomac River and approximately 75 percent of the overall Potomac basin's 
residents. The middle Potomac watershed included a diverse landscape, with urban, rural, and natural 
areas in six different eco-regions and five states. 

DESCRIPTION : Two feasibility studies have been initiated from the original reconnaissance effort. The 
third is the Section 729 watershed assessment. This assessment is evaluating the ecology and 
hydrology for sustainable low flows in the middle Potomac River watershed. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA : 
Estimated Federal Cost 
Estimated Non-Federal Cost 
Cash 
Other 

Total Estimated Study Cost 


FY2010 

Recon 

$100,000 

0 

( 0 ) 

(0) 

$100,000 


Feasibility 
$ 900,000 
300,000 
(0) 
300,000 
$ 1 , 200,000 


Allocation thru FY 2008 $100,000 $ 56,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 0 191,000 

Allocation for FY 20 10 0 585,000 

Balance to Complete After FY 2010 0 $ 68,000 

Remaining Benefits Remaining Costs Ratio (7%) N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES Continue the feasibility phase including completion of the hydrologic model and 
database, development of future water use projections, literature review, and agency workshops, 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : Feasibility study (Division Engineer submittal 
of final report to HQUSACE) in December 2011. 


OTHER INFORMATION : None. 


CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST: Senators Cardin and Mikulski (MD), Senators Warner and Webb (VA), 
Senators Byrd and Rockefeller (WV), Senators Casey and Specter (PA); and Representatives Bartlett 
(MD-06), Van Hollen (MD-08), Goodlatte (VA-06), Moran (VA-08), Wolf (VA-1 0), Connolly (VA-1 1 ), 
Mollohan (WV-01), Capito (WV-02), Shuster (PA-09), Platts (PA-19), and Holmes Norton (DC). 

DISTRICT : Baltimore 


1 February 2010 
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FACT SHEET 
INVESTIGATIONS 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE : Environment 

STUDY NAME. Middle Potomac River - Cameron Run/Holmes Run, VA 

AUTHORIZATION: Senate Environme nt and Publi c Works Committee resolutions, dated 26 Janua ry 
1956, 6 July 1959, and 23 May 2001. 

LOCATION: The Cameron Run watershed is 42 square miles in area and is located in Fairfax County, the 
City of Alexandria, and the City of Falls Church. 

DESCRIPTION- The region is completely urbanized with nearly 95% of the watershed developed with 
mixed residential and commercial use. Today, the mainstem Cameron Run is a flood control channel and 
its historic floodplain is now primarily a transportation corridor, with the Capitol Beltway paralleling the 
stream channel Industrial, commercial, and residential areas have replaced areas where wetlands and 
forests once attenuated floodwaters. Degraded water quality has resulted from the extreme 
channelization, as indicated by increases in temperature and algal production, channel instability, and 
disconnection from floodplain and wetland areas. In addition, non-point source pollution and urban 
stormwater runoff greatly affect the health of this watershed. The feasibility study is evaluating 
opportunities to restore aquatic and riparian habitat, reduce incidental flood damages in conjunction with 
habitat improvement, enhance channel aesthetics and habitat, and develop strategies to maintain the 
long-term viability of flood control measures and habitat restoration actions. 


FY 2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA : Feasibility 

Estimated Federal Cost $2,462,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 2,462,000 

Cash 490,000 

Other 1,972,000 

Total Estimated Study Cost $4,924,000 

Allocation thru FY 2008 $1 ,470,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 191 ,000 

Allocation for FY 201 0 291 ,000 

Balance to Complete After FY 2010 $ 510,000 

Remaining Benefits Remaining Costs Ratio (7%) N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES. FY 2010 funds are being used to continue the feasibility phase, including 
preparation of concept designs for the watershed alternatives, public involvement, hydrologic & hydraulic 
modeling and documentation of existing conditions. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : With optimum funding, feasibility study (Division 
Engineer’s transmittal letter) will be completed in September 2012. 

OTHER INFORMATION: None. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST: Senators Warner and Webb (VA); Representatives Moran 
(VA-08) and Davis (VA-1 1). 

DISTRICT : Baltimore 


1 February 2010 
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FACT SHEET 
INVESTIGATIONS 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE: Environment 

STUDY NAME- Middle Potomac River - Great Seneca/Muddy Branch, MD 

AUTHORIZATION: Resolutions of the Senate Public Works Committee, dated 26 January 1956, 6 July 
1959, and 23 May 2001 

LOCATION : Great Seneca Creek and Muddy Branch are two adjacent tributaries to the Potomac River. 
Both streams are wholly located in Montgomery County, Maryland, and enter the Potomac about 7 miles 
upstream of Great Falls. 

DESCRIPTION: The Great Seneca Creek watershed measures 75 square miles in area and contains 
over 210 miles of stream. The Muddy Branch watershed measures 19 square miles in area and contains 
58 miles of stream, of which 28 total stream miles are in the mostly urbanized City of Gaithersburg. Work 
conducted in these streams to date indicates that there are areas of degraded biological healfh. Both of 
these watersheds are showing the effects of urbanization and suburban growth, alterations in storm flow 
characteristics and concentration of flow due fo increasing impervious surface and sform drain 
construction, and increasing stream widening and/or deepening leading to further channel instability and 
loss of habitat. Additional assessment is now needed to determine how to protect, repair, and restore the 
biological health of the streams in these watersheds using stormwater management and stream 
restoration opportunities to improve aquatic habitat, increase streambank stability, reduce erosion and 
soil loss, and improve instream water quality. Both of the watersheds included in this study are listed as 
impaired under the State's 303(d) impaired waterbody list. 


FY 2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA : Feasibility 

Estimated Federal Cost $1,473,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 1.473,000 

Cash (0) 

Other (1,473,000) 

Total Estimated Study Cost $2,946,000 

Allocation thru FY 2008 742,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 430,000 

Allocation for FY 2010 269,000 

Balance to Complete After FY 201 0 $ 32,000 

Remaining Benefits Remaining Costs Ratio (7%) N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES. Continue the feasibility phase efforts including completion of stormwater retrofit 
designs environmental benefit analyses.and preparation of a draft feasibility report. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : With optimum funding, feasibility study (Division 
Engineer's transmittal letter) would be completed in September 201 1 . 

OTHER INFORMATION : None. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Senators Mikulski and Cardin (MD); Representatives Van Hollen (MD- 
08) and Bartlett (MD-06). 

DISTRICT : Baltimore 


1 February 2010 
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FACT SHEET 
INVESTIGATIONS 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS LINE : Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction. Ecosystem Restoration 

PRQJECT/STUDY NAME AND STATE ' Red Clay Creek, Christina River Watershed. DE 

AUTHORIZATION : Senate Committee on Environment and Public Works Resolution, dated October 29, 
1997. 

LOCATION : The Christina River Watershed is located In New Castle County in Delaware; Delaware, 
Chester, and Lancaster Counties in Pennsylvania; and Cecil County in Maryland. The watershed drains 
an approximate area of 565 square miles. 

DESCRIPTION : This study will investigate opportunities for reducing flood damage, improving aquatic 
habitat, and improving water quality. Various solutions to address these issues at specific locations within 
the watershed will be considered in depth during the feasibility phase. Possible alternative solutions 
include riparian buffer enhancement, stream bank stabilization, natural stream channel restoration, 
construction offish passages, wetland creation & restoration, and structural flood damage reduction 
measures. 


FY 2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA Feasibility Study 


Estimated Federal Cost 

$1,300,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 

$1,300,000 

Total Estimated Cost 

$2,600,000 

Allocation thru 2008 

$ 749,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 

$ 287,000 

Allocation for FY 2010 

$ 237,000 

Recovery Act Allocations to Date 

$ 0 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 

$ 27,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7 (%) 

N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : FY2010 Feasibility Study activities include plan formulations and screening of 
alternatives (Cycles 1,2,3), development of the recommended plan. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : FY2011 

OTHER INFORMATION : The current Feasibility Study is focusing primarily on Red Clay Creek within the 
State of Delaware. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Senators Kaufman and Carper (DE), Representative Castle (DE-AL) 
DISTRICT : Philadelphia 


1 February 2010 
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FACT SHEET 
INVESTIGATIONS 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE' Environment 

STUDY NAME: Stony Brook, Millstone River Basin, NJ 

AUTHORIZATION: Resolution of the Committee on Transportation and infrastructure of the House of 
Representatives, adopted 5 August 1999. 

LOCATION: The study area includes the entire Millstone River, which includes the Stony Brook sub 
basin. The Millstone River Basin is located in north-central New Jersey, halfway between Philadelphia 
and New York City 

DESCRIPTION: The Millstone River Basin, a major tributary of the Raritan River, is 238-square miles and 
is located in portions of Mercer, Middlesex, Monmouth, Hunterdon, and Somerset Counties. The Stony 
Brook, the largest tributary to the Millstone River, is located near Princeton Township, New Jersey. This 
sub-basin has a drainage area of 56 square miles 


FY 2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA Feasibility 

Estimated Federal Cost $3,400,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 3,400,000 

Total Estimated Cost $6,800,000 

Allocation thru FY 2008 $1 ,039,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 1 19,000 

Allocation for FY 201 0 1 52,000 

Recovery Act Allocation to Date 0 

Balance to complete after FY 2010 $2,090,000 

Benefit to Cost Ration @ 7% N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES: FY 2010 funds are being used to continue feasibility phase of the study, including 
data gathering and analyses, screening of alternatives, plan formulation and environmental scoping 
efforts. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE ' Feasibility Phase completion to be 
determined, subject to availability of funds 

OTHER INFORMATION: None 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST- Representatives Leonard Lance (NJ-7) and Russ Holt {NJ-12); Senators 
Menendez (NJ) and Lautenberg (NJ). 

DISTRICT: New York 


1 February 2010 
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FACT SHEET 
INVESTIGATIONS 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE . Environment 

STUDY NAME: Susquehanna River Basin Low Flow Management and Environmental Restoration 
Project, MD, PA, and NY 

AUTHORIZATION: Section 729 of WRDA 1986. as amended by Section 202 of WRDA 2000 and Section 
2010ofWRDA 2007 

LOCATION : The Susquehanna River Basin drains an area of 27,500 square miles, covering half of 
Pennsylvania, and portions of New York and Maryland. This landmass encompasses over 43% of the 
Chesapeake Bay’s total drainage area. 

DESCRIPTION : While the basin is noted as one of the most flood-prone in the Nation, there is increasing 
concern over the g rowing demand for water as the population of 4.1 millio n people continues to grow. 
Census estimates predict a population increase of more than 16% over the n ext 20 years. Consumptive 
water u se continues to in crease throughout the basin with sector uses of power production, municipal 
supplies, an d agri culture sha ring th e highe si de mand. Wit h the pressure s of sub urban spra wl 
surrounding population centers, and increases in consumptive use, there i s a need to address low flow 
issues and the increasing demand on the water resources of the basin. The opportunity exists now to 
address strategies to p ool and release water to offset the growing demands and consumptive uses of 
water in the basin. To lha t end, it woul d be u seful to examine I ow flow release schem es for availa ble 
water supplies, environmental restoration and flows to better su slain aquatic habitat and conservation 
strategies to offset the rising demands. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA : 

Estimated Federal Cost 
Estimated Non-Federal Cost 
Total Estimated Study Cost 

Allocation thru FY 2008 

Allocation for FY 2009 

Allocation for FY 2010 

Balance to Complete After FY 201 0 

Remaining Benefits Remaining Costs Ratio (7%) 


FY 2010 


Reconnaisance 

Feasibilitv 

$332,000 

$286,000 

0 

95,000 

$332,000 

$381,000 

$332,000 

$ 0 

0 

67,000 

0 

90.0000 

0 

$129,000 

N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES: Continuation of the 27-monlh low flow management study. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE: FY 2011 - Final Section 729 Feasibility 
Report, March 2011. 

OTHER INFORMATION : None. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST: Senators Cardin and Mikulski (MD), Casey and Specter (PA) and 
Schumer and Gillibrand (NY); Representatives Kratovil (MD-01), Ruppersberger {MD'02), Thompson 
(PA-05). Bartlett (MD-06), Shuster (PA-09). Carney (PA-10). Kanjorski (PA-11), Pitts (PA-16), Holden 
(PA-17), Platts (PA-19), Murphy (NY-20), Arcuri (NY-24), and Massa (NY-29) 

DISTRICT: Baltimore 


1 February 2010 
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FACT SHEET 
INVESTIGATIONS 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE- Environment 

PROJECT NAME AND STATE : Upper Delaware River Watershed, Floodplain Reconnection, NY 

AUTHORIZATION ' U.S. House of Representatives, Committee on Transportation and Infrastructure 
Resolution No. 2495, Upper Delaware River Watershed. NY adopted May 9. 1996. 

LOCATION : The study area is located in southeastern New York about 45 miles southwest of Albany, N.Y 

DESCRIPTION : It encompasses the Delaware River, Its tributaries and four major sub-basins. Initial impetus 
for the study was the January 1996 storm event which caused over $15 million in damages in Delaware 
County alone. Consecutive major floods in September 2004, April 2005 and June 2006, again caused 
devastation along the main stem Delaware River and its tributaries, repeatedly damaging property and 
disrupting tens of thousands of hves. The Corps and the Nature Conservancy are looking to reduce flood 
damages and improve the environment by reconnecting the Delaware River to its floodplain where possible 
and most beneficial. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 
Estimated Federal Cost 
Estimated Non-Federal Cost 
Total Estimated Cost 


FY 2010 

Feasibility Study V 
$1,000,000 
$1,000,000 
$2,000,000 


Allocation thru 2008 
Allocation for FY 2009 
Allocation for FY 2010 
Recovery Act Allocations to Date 
Balance to Complete after FY 2010 
Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 


$ 100.000 2 / 

$ 0 

$ 90.000 

$ 0 

$ 810,000 
N/A 


1/ Reconnaissance study was completed under the Upper Delaware River Watershed, NY project. 

2/ $100,000 withheld at HQ until review plan is posted. 

FY2010 ACTIVITIES : Coordinate requirements with non-Federal Sponsor, 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : To be determined due to uncertainty of 
funding. 

OTHER INFORMATION : The Nature Conservancy currently has insufficient funds to initiate sponsorship. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST ' Senators Gillibrand and Schumer (NY). Representatives Hall (NY-19), 
Murphy (NY-20), and Hinchey (NY-22) 


DISTRICT : Philadelphia 


1 February 2010 
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Construction 


1 February 2010 NAD -114 
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FACT SHEET 
CONSTRUCTION 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE : Environmental Restoration 

PROJECT NAME . Chesapeake Bay Environmental Restoration and Protection Program. MD, VA, and PA. 

AUTHORIZATION : Section 510 of Water Resources Development Act (WRDA) of 1996, as amended by Energy and 
Water Development Appropriations Act of 2004, 117 Stat. 1 830, and Section 5020 of the Water Resources 
Development Act (WRDA) of 2007. 


LOCATION ' Projects are located in MD, VA, and PA within the Chesapeake Bay Estuary 


DESCRIPTION : The Corps provides design and/or construction assistance under this program. 

The following are completed projects: in 2001, the Rappahannock River Oyster Restoration at a total cost of 
-$852,000; in 2003, the Tylerton Shoreline Protection on Smith Island, MD at a total cost of -$2,597,000; in 2005, 
the Scranton, PA Wastewater Treatment Plant (WWTP) upgrade design report at a total cost of -$273,000; in 2009, 
the Programmatic Environmental Impact Statement for introduction of non-native oyster species into the Chesapeake 
Bay at a total cost of -$4,000,000. 

In 2009, the WWTP upgrades at Milton, PA and Cunwensville, PA were scoped as project candidates but, based on 
coordination with the non-Federal sponsor, will not be pursued under this program. The following projects are on-hold 
pending non-federal sponsor actions/funding- (1) Upgrading WWTPs at Tylerton and Ewell on Smith Island, MD. (2) 
Restoring wetlands and constructing a trash interceptor at Warner Street along the Middle Branch of the Patapsco 
River in Baltimore City. MO The interceptor was completed in 2006, however, Initiating a design agreement for the 
wetlands is on-hold pending the City’s finalizing site development plans and removal of contaminated soils; (3) 
Constructing -5,200 linear feet shoreline protection consisting of twelve breakwaters and a stone revetment at 
Taylor's Island/Punch Island Road, MD at the confluence of the Little Choptank River and the Chesapeake Bay. The 
stone revetment and six breakwaters (phase I) were completed in 2008, construction of the remaining six 
breakwaters (phase II) at -$3,000,000 will occur when non-Federal sponsor funding is available. 

FY 2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA Construction 


Estimated Federal Cost $40,000,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost $13,333,000 

Cash $ 9.533,000 

Other S 3,800,000 

Total Estimated Cost $53,333,000 


Allocation Thru FY 2008 
Allocation for FY 2009 
Allocation for FY 2010 
Balance to Complete after FY 2010 
Benefit to Cost Ratio at 7% - N/A 


$10,332,000 
$ 814,000 

$ 630,000 

$28,224,000 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES . Funds in the amount of $ 275,000 will be used for. (1) Program administration and 
continuation of state and local agency coordination necessary to identify, prioritize, and begin scoping projects that 
support the strategies and initiatives stemming from the May 2009 Executive Order on Chesapeake Bay restoration 
and protection ($75,000); (2) Project scoping reports and Design Agreements (DAs) or design/construction Project 
Partnering Agreements (PPAs) will be initiated for stream restoration at Powder Mill Run in Baltimore City. MD 
($50,000); submerged aquatic vegetation restoration in the Chesapeake Bay and Virginia tributaries ($50,000): 
environmental support to WWTP/facilities in the City of Richmond, VA ($50,000); and environmental support to 
WWTP/facilities in Buckingham County, VA ($50,000). 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : With optimum funding, identified projects could be 
completed in FY 2013. 

OTHER INFORMATION : The current Federal authorization cost limit is $40,000,000. The three Virginia projects 
identified above under FY 201 0 activities will be executed by the Norfolk District. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Senators Cardin and Mikulski (MD), Casey and Specter (PA), Warner and Webb 
(VA): and Representatives Kratovil (MD-01), Sarbanes (MD-03), Thompson (PA-sj, Carney (PA-10), Kanjorski (PA- 
11), Wittman (VA-OI), Nye (VA-2), Scott (VA-3). and Forbes (VA-4) 

DISTRICT : Baltimore 

1 February 2010 NAD - 1 15 
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FACT SHEET 
CONSTRUCTION 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE: Environment 

PROJECT NAME: Lake Champlain Watershed, Vermont and New York (Lake Champlain 
Watershed Initiative) 


AUTHORIZATION: Section 542, WRDA 2000 (P.L. 106-541) 

LOCATION: The project area encompasses the Lake Champlain watershed, in NY & VT 


DESCRIPTION . Major tributaries include the Winooski River in Vermont and the Saranac 
River in New York. The basin is experiencing environmental degradation problems that 
are to be addressed in a comprehensive approach. The effort will complement State and 
local efforts in pollution prevention, control, and restoration. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA: 
Estimated Federal Cost 
Estimated Non-Federal Cost 
Cash 
Other 

Total Estimated Cost 


FY 2010 
Construction 
$20,000,000 
$10,800,000 
$1,800,000 
$9,000,000 
$30,800,000 


Allocation thru FY 2008 $4,204,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 $957,000 

Allocation for FY 2010 $920,000 

Recovery Act Allocation To Date 0 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 $13,919,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : FY 2010 funds are being used to fund construction and complete 
designs for 3 projects and initiate implementation of 3-5 additional projects. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE: Project construction 
completion to be determined, subject to availability of funds. 

OTHER INFORMATION : The GMP lays out a framework to address pollution prevention, 
control, and environmental restoration. Under this program, individual projects are 
identified, prioritized, and certified by individual states for implementation. The cost 
sharing is 65% Federal and 35% non-Federal. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Senators Patrick Leahy (VT), Bernie Sanders (VT), 
Gillibrand (NY), Schumer (NY); Representative John McHugh (NY-23) 

DISTRICT: New York 


1 February 2010 
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FACT SHEET 
CONSTRUCTION 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE : Environmental 

PROJECT NAME : Sandyford Run Wetland Creation, PA Section 566 

AUTHORIZATION: Section 566 of the Water Resources Development Act of 1996 (Public Law 
No. 104-303). 

LOCATION: The project is located in northeast Philadelphia within the Pennypack Creek 
Watershed. 

DESCRIPTION: The creation of a wetland along Sandyford Run would retain stormwater 
reducing downstream peak flows, improve water quality and enhance the aesthetic value within 
the watershed. Wetlands assist in mitigating the stress of organic enrichment, low dissolved 
oxygen and high metal concentration and in particular aid in addressing water quality impacts 
from multiple combined sewer outfalls along Sandyford Run. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA: 


FY 2010 

Design/Construction 


Estimated Federal Cost 
Estimated Non-Federal Cost 
Total Estimated Project Cost 


$1,600,000 
$ 533,000 
$2,133,000 


Allocation thru FY 2008 $ 0 

Allocation for FY 2009 $ 0 

Allocation for FY 2010 $ 242,000 

Recovery Act Allocations To Date $ 0 

Balance to Complete After FY 2010 $1,358,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES: Preliminary assessment, negotiation of a design cost sharing 
agreement, and the initiation of an environmental assessment to determine the recommended 
design for the project. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE: FY2012 


OTHER INFORMATION: The City of Philadelphia, Water Department will be the non-Federal 
sponsor. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST: Senator Specter, Senator Casey and Rep Brady (PA-01 ) 


DISTRICT: Philadelphia 


1 February 2010 
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FACT SHEET 
CONSTRUCTION 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE : Environmental 

PROJECT NAME : Section 566 - PA Ecological Improvements to Tacony Creek, Philadelphia, 
PA 


AUTHORIZATION: Section 566 of the Water Resources Development Act of 1996 (Public Law 
No. 104-303). 

LOCATION: The project entails the restoration of a segment of Tacony Creek, using a natural 
stream-channel design approach including reshaping the creek banks and bottom to slow water 
flow, encourage aquatic life, and help stormwater infiltrate the floodplain and surrounding land. 

DESCRIPTION: Boulders and stones will be secured along the stream banks to prevent future 
erosion and simulate natural habitat for aquatic plants, insects and fish. Rock formations of 
various shapes will be placed in the stream in order to slow water flow and redirect it away from 
erosion-prone areas. These will also be used to protect the existing wastewater infrastructure 
that runs along the edges of the creek. Pennsylvania native trees, shrubs and grasses will be 
planted along the edge of the creek to help prevent erosion, stabilize streambanks, increase 
shade, absorb rainwater, filter pollutants from stormwater runoff, and provide habitat for wildlife. 


FY 2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA: Construction 


Estimated Federal Cost 
Estimated Non-Federal Cost 
Total Estimated Project Cost 


$1 ,896,600 
$ 632,200 
$2,528,800 


Allocation thru FY 2008 $ 18,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 $ 210,600 

Allocation for FY 2010 $ 388,000 

Recovery Act Allocations T o Date $1 ,280,000 

Balance to Complete After FY10 $ 0 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES: Complete independent technical review and BCOE, award construction 
contract and initiate construction. 


EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE: FY2011 

OTHER INFORMATION: The City of Philadelphia. Water Department will be the non-Federal 
sponsor. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST: Senator Specter, Senator Casey and Rep Brady (PA-01 ) 
DISTRICT: Philadelphia 


1 February 2010 
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Continuing Authorities Program 


1 February 2010 
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FACT SHEET 

SECTION 1135 - CONTINUING AUTHORITIES PROGRAM 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS PROGRAM : CAP - Environment 

PROJECT/ STUDY NAME : Broad Meadows Marsh, Quincy, Massachusetts 

AUTHORIZATION : Section 1135, 1986 Water Resources Development Act, as amended. 

LOCATION : Broad Meadows Marsh is located south of Boston Harbor in the city of Quincy, 

Massachusetts. 

DESCRIPTION : Broad Meadows Marsh has experienced severe aquatic degradation due to the 
placement of dredged materials from the Federal navigation project at Town River. Approximately 110 
acres of salt marsh were filled between 1935 and 1956. Subsequently, the City developed about 36 acres 
of the filled area as part of the Broad Meadows School site, DPW Maintenance Yard and the Quincy Youth 
Hockey Rink. Approximately 37 acres of salt marsh habitat and 12 acres of saltwater channels and pools 
could be restored by grading to salt marsh elevations and excavating a new network of creeks to improve 
the marsh’s tidal exchange. The saltwater pools would provide a refuge for marine life during periods of 
low tide. Excavated material would be used to create a coastal grassland area. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA; 

Feasibility 

Desian & Imolementation 

Estimated Federal Cost 

360,000 

4,640,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 

0 

1,040,000 

Cash 

(0) 

(1,040,000) 

Other 

(0) 

(0) 

Total Estimated Project Cost 

360,000 

6,170,000 

Allocation thru FY 2008 

360,000 

3,560,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 

0 

200,000 

Recovery Act Allocations to Date 

0 

0 

Allocation for FY 2010 

0 

780,000 

Balance to Complete After FY 2010 

0 

100,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 

N/A 

N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : FY 2010 funds, along with planned FY 2009 carryover of $3,100,000, were used to 
award a base bid contract with options on 24 August 2009 to construct environmental restoration 
measures. Work is scheduled to begin in January 2010. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : Complete project construction in FY 201 1 . 

OTHER INFORMATION : The Final Detailed Project Report, Environmental Assessment and Finding of No 
Significant impacts (FONSI) were signed on 17 June 2004. The project was approved for construction by 
CENAD on 3 August 2004. A Project Partnership Agreement was signed with the City of Quincy, 
Massachusetts on 5 August 2008. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Senators Kirk (MA) & Kerry (MA). and Representative Delahunt (MA-10) 
DISTRICT : New England 


1 February 2010 
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FACT SHEET 

Section 206 - Continuing Authorities Program 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE : CAP - Environment 
PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Codorus Creek 

AUTHORIZATION : Continuing Authorities Program, Section 206 of the Water Resources Development Act 
of 1996, as amended 

LOCATION : York County, PA 

DESCRIPTION : The Codorus Creek watershed is a sub-watershed of the Lower Susquehanna River Basin 
located in south-central Pennsylvania. Codorus Creek represents the primary watershed in York County, PA, 
and extends from the lower south-west corner of the county, near Stateline, Maryland, northeast to the 
Susquehanna River in Saginaw. The watershed has an area of 279 square miles and is located within one of 
the most rapidly growing areas in the Susquehanna River Basin. Major growth areas in the watershed 
include all of York County, the greater York (City) urbanizing area, and south-central York urbanizing area, 
near Shrewsbury, PA. Because of its proximity to Harrisburg. PA, and Baltimore, MD, the Codorus Creek 
watershed has experienced high developmental pressures. Environmental degradation of once pristine 
streams is a consequence of this development. The rapid urbanization and change in hydrological regime 
has been a principal contributor to the degraded watershed. In order to improve in-stream habitat, the U.S. 
Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) will investigate the potential to design a natural stream channel that can 
be compatible with the ongoing watershed improvements and continued growth in the region. The total 
project cost estimate is $9,9 million. The sponsor has agreed to cost share more than the required 35 
percent In order to fully implement the recommended plan. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 

Feasibilitv 

FY 2010 

Desion & Imolementation 

Estimated Federal Cost 

$774,500 

4,225,500 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 


4,854,000 

Cash 

Other 

Total Estimated Cost 

$774,500 

$9,079,500 

Allocation thru 2008 


0 

Allocation for FY 2009 


0 

Allocation for FY 2010 


0 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 


$4,225,500 

Benefit to Cost Ratio at 7% 


N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : None. Due to the recession, York County decided that they could not make a 
financial commitment to the project in FY10. FY12 is the earllesl they expect to be able to execute a 
Project Partnership Agreement. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : Following execution of a Project Partnership 
Agreement in FY12, work on the Plans and specifications will be initiated. The plans and specifications will 
be completed in F13 and construction will be completed in FY15. 

OTHER INFORMATION : None. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Senators Specter and Case (PA); Representative Platts (PA-19) 
DISTRICT : Baltimore 


1 February 2010 
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FACT SHEET 

Section 206 - Continuing Authorities Program 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS LINE : CAP - Environment 

PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Deep Run/Tiber Hudson, MD 

AUTHORIZATION : Continuing Authorities Program, Section 206 of the Water Resources Development 
Act of 1996, as amended 

LOCATION : Howard County, MD 

DESCRIPTION : The original recommended plan called for the construction of 12 projects. These 
included: two storm water management ponds, three wetland creation sites, and seven stream 
restoration sites. However, the non-Federal sponsor was unable to obtain the real estate for most of 
these projects. The current plan is to design and construct Site DRTKT101 which is one of the stream 
restoration sites which the non-Federal sponsor does have the required real estate for. 

FY 2010 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 

Design & Imolementation 

Estimated Federal Cost 

$ 799,200 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 

430,300 

Cash 

0 

Other 

430,300 

Total Estimated Cost 

$1,229,500 

Allocation thru 2008 

$ 778,800 

Allocation for FY 2009 

0 

Allocation for FY 2010 

$ 20,400 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 

$ 0 

Benefit to Cost Ratio at 7% 

N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Following execution of the Project Partnership Agreement, plans and 
specifications will be completed and a construction contract will be awarded using non-Federal funds. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : Construction could be completed in FY 201 1 . 

OTHER INFORMATION : The existing Project Partnership Agreement must be modified and executed 
in order to restart design and to construct Site DRTKT101. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Senators Mikulski and Cardin (MD); Representative Sarbanes (MD-03) 
DISTRICT: Baltimore 


1 February 2010 
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FACT SHEET 

Section 206 - Continuing Authorities Program 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS LINE : CAP - Environment 

PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Dog Island Shoals, MD 

AUTHORIZATION ' Continuing Authorities Program, Section 206 of the Water Resources Development 
Act of 1 996, as amended 

LOCATION : Worcester County, MD 

DESCRIPTION : The Dog Island Shoals area is a large expanse of shallow water located at the southern 
end of Isle of Wight Bay in Worcester County, Maryland. This project was investigated as part of the 
Ocean City Water Resources Feasibility Study, and was completed in July 1998. Two of fhe primary 
needs identified during the study were the creation of bird habitat and restoration of salt marsh. Dog 
Island Shoals was selected as a prime location for both. The recommended plan combines the creation 
of three acres of upland island bird habitat and the creation of a minimum of three additional acres of salt 
marsh habitat with one six-acre geotextile tube-protected island. Initial project construction would include 
placing sand-filled geotextile tubes to enclose a six-acre site located on the Dog Island Shoal. As part of 
this initial project construction, three acres of the island would be filled to provide upland nesting habitat. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 

FY 2010 

Design & Implementation 

Estimated Federal Cost 

$1,700,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 

915,000 

Cash 

0 

Other 

915,000 

Total Estimated Cost 

$2,615,000 

Allocation thru 2008 

$196,200 

Allocation for FY 2009 

10.000 

Allocation for FY 2010 

0 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 

$1,493,800 


Benefit to Cost Ratio at 7% 


N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : The project scope and budget will be reviewed and updated. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : The non-Federal sponsor, the Maryland 
Department of Natural Resources has said that they would not be able to execute a Project Partnership 
Agreement with us until FY12 at the earliest. If the plans and specifications are initiated in FY12, they could 
be completed in FY13. 

OTHER INFORMATION : None. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Senators Mikulski and Cardin (MD); Representative Kratovil {MD-01 ) 
DISTRICT : Baltimore 


1 February 2010 


NAD - 123 


54862B 


03/19/2010 



2956 


FACT SHEET 

Section 206 - Continuing Authorities Program 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS LINE : CAP - Environment 

PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Greenbury Point, MD 

AUTHORIZATION : Continuing Authorities Program, Section 206 of the Water Resources Development 
Act of 1996, as amended 

LOCATION : Anne Arundel County, MD 

DESCRIPTION : The U.S, Army Corps of Engineers (USACE), in partnership with the City of Annapolis, is 
studying wetland restoration opportunities along Greenbury Point in Anne Arundel County, Maryland. 
Greenbury Point is a peninsula of land at the mouth of the Severn River. Although the peninsula has 
helped protect Annapolis Harbor from coastal storm damage and wave energy, it has suffered severe 
erosion and wetland loss; with nearly 100 acres lost over the past 200 years. Since the 1 880s, over 35 
acres had eroded before the shoreline was hardened in the 1930s. The current shoreline remains 
hardened by older bulkhead/riprap on the eastern and southern portion of the point; however the western 
portion is relatively unprotected and heavily eroded. The study is exploring the utilization of dredged 
material from the nearby Severn River Federal Navigation Channel for tidal wetland 
constructionfrestoration. Approximately four acres will be restored based on potential project construction 
costs, which would be cost-shared, 65% Federal and 35% non-Federal. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 

Feasibility 

FY 2010 

Design & Implementation 

Estimated Federal Cost 

$ 844,400 

$2,000,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 

0 

1,531,600 

Cash 

Other 

Total Estimated Cost 

$844,400 

$3,531,600 

Allocation thru 2008 

327,400 

0 

Allocation for FY 2009 

137,000 

0 

Allocation for FY 2010 

380,000 

0 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 

$0 

$2,000,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio at 7% 


N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Prepare preliminary designs, environmental benefits, and costs estimates. Pending 
Identification of a viable design with sufficient environmental benefits, the study will proceed and a draft final 
feasibility report will be completed for submittal to the North Atlantic Division for review and approval during the 1“ 
quarter of FY11. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : The Final Detailed Project Report could be approved by the 
North Atlantic Division in FY1 1 , With optimum funding later in FY 201 1 , a Project Partnership Agreement could be 
executed, plans and specifications could be initiated and a construction contract could be awarded in FY13. 

FURTHER INFORMATION : None. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Senators Mikulski and Cardin (MD); Representative Kratovil (MD-OI) 

DISTRICT : Baltimore 
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NAD -124 


54862B 


03/19/2010 



2957 


FACT SHEET 

Section 1 135 - Continuing Authorities Program 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS LINE : CAP - Environment 

PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Lower Kingman Island, DC 

AUTHORIZATION : Continuing Authorities Program, Section 1 135 of the Water Resources 
Development Act of 1986, as amended 

LOCATION : Washington, DC 

DESCRIPTION : Heritage and Kingman Islands are located in Kingman Lake, near RFK Memorial 
Stadium, on the Anacostia River in Washington, DC. Both islands and Kingman Lake were constructed 
when the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers extensively dredged existing freshwater tidal marsh habitat from 
the 1920s through 1930s to create recreational opportunities for area residents. Since that time, the 
Anacostia River watershed became highly urbanized and has been identified by the Chesapeake Bay 
Program as a high priority area for environmental restoration. The project area would be planted with 
native woody and herbaceous vegetation, which will enhance habitat for native wildlife species. In 
addition, some minor recreational components will also be constructed, including hiking trails, and 
viewing platforms. 


FY2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA PDA 

Estimated Federal Cost $850,700 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 0 

Cash 0 

Other 0 

Total Estimated Cost $850,700 

Allocation thru 2008 $850,700 

Allocation for FY 2009 0 

Allocation for FY 2010 0 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 0 

Benefit to Cost Ratio at 7% N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : None. See Further Information below. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : N/A. See Further Information below. 

FURTHER INFORMATION : Work on this project stopped when the District of Columbia decided not to 
proceed with the USACE on the project due to objections with at least two of the standard clauses in the 
model Section 1 1 35 agreement and due to the expected delays necessary to resolve these significant 
issues. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Representative Homes Norton (DC) 

DISTRICT : Baltimore 


1 February 2010 
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FACT SHEET 

SECTION 206 - CONTINUING AUTHORITIES PROGRAM 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS PROGRAM : CAP - Environmental 

PROJECT/ STUDY NAME . Maiden River Ecosystem Restoration, Malden, Medford & Everett, 
Massachusetts 

AUTHORIZATION ' Section 206 of the Water Resources Development Act of 1996, as amended, 

LOCATION : Malden River is located 2 miles north of Boston and is situated within the cities of Malden, 
Medford and Everett, Massachusetts. The Malden River flows from Spot Pond through the cities of 
Malden, Medford and Everett to its confluence with the Mystic River. 

DESCRIPTION . The Mystic Valley Development Commission (MVDC) is a tri-city legislative body 
established by the state and approved by the cities of Malden. Medford and Everett to address commonly 
shared issues such as land development and nver restoration. The MVDC partnered with the U.S. Army 
Corps of Engineers (USAGE) to conduct a feasibility study to determine possible ecosystem restoration 
efforts for the Malden River. A Feasibility Cost-Sharing Agreement (FCSA) was executed with MVDC on 
15 October 2002. The feasibility study was funded under the Investigations Appropriation for Coastal 
Massachusetts Ecosystem Restoration, Massachusetts and Cape Cod Bays. Investigations funds were 
used to complete an interim feasibility study of environmental restoration measures including incremental 
analysis of environmental restoration alternatives, NEPA documentation and preparation of the interim 
feasibility report recommending project implementation under Section 206 authority 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 
Estimated Federal Cost 
Estimated Non-Federal Cost 
Cash 
Other 

Total Estimated Project Cost 


Allocation thru FY 2008 99,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 0 

Recovery Act Allocations to Date 0 

Allocation for FY 201 0 201 ,000 

Balance to Complete After FY 2010 4,700,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : FY 201 0 funds are being used to complete project design, including preparation of 
plans and specifications. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : Complete project construction in FY 2012. 

OTHER INFORMATION : This project was officially transferred from the Investigations Appropriation and 
approved for design and implementation under Section 206 by CENAD on 10 February 2009. A Project 
Partnership Agreement was signed with the MVDC on 8 October 2009. Federal costs are estimated to 
reach the statutory limit of $5 million under Section 206 authority. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Senators Kirk (MA) & Kerry (MA), Representative Markey (MA-7) 
DISTRICT : New England 


1 February 2010 NAD - 126 


Desion & Implementation 

5.000. 000 

3.000. 000 
(3.000,000) 

( 0 ) 

8 . 000 . 000 


54862B 


03/19/2010 



2959 


FACT SHEET 

SECTION 206 - CONTINUING AUTHORITIES PROGRAM 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS PROGRAM ' CAP Environmental 

PROJECT/ STUDY NAME : Milford Pond, Milford, Massachusetts 

AUTHORIZATION : Section 206, Aquatic Ecosystem Restoration, WRDA 1996, as amended 

LOCATION : Milford Pond in located along the Charles River in the Town of Milford. Massachusetts, about 
25 miles southwest of Boston, Massachusetts 

DESCRIPTION : Milford Pond is a 120-acre shallow water body formed by a small masonry dam on the 
Charles River. The area beneath the pond was historically a swamp adjacent to the Charles River, which 
was inundated by the construction of the dam in 1938, partially in response to severe flooding in 1936 and 
1938. The pond is extremely shallow due to sediment deposition and has an average depth of less than 2 
feet. Sediment accumulation has resulted in the loss of open water habitat, degraded water quality and 
the proliferation of aquatic weed species. The town has proposed a dredging project to remove the 
accumulated sediments and restore a balanced diversity among open water, emergent marsh, and aquatic 
bed habitats. In addition to restoring the pond’s fisheries habitat, the project will also improve wetland 
values, water quality and state-listed aquatic bird species habitat. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA: 

Feasibliitv 

Desian & Imolementation 

Estimated Federal Cost 

270,000 

4,730,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 

0 

3,130,000 

Cash 

(0) 

(3,130,000) 

Other 

(0) 

(0) 

Total Estimated Project Cost 

270,000 

7,860,000 

Allocation thru FY 2008 

270,000 

554,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 

0 

0 

Recovery Act Allocations to Date 

0 

0 

Allocation for FY 2010 

0 

0 

Balance to Complete After FY 2010 

0 

4,176,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 

N/A 

N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Further efforts to negotiate a Project Partnership Agreement with the sponsor have 
been put on hold because of the uncertainty of local funding. 


EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : Complete construction In FY 2012. 

OTHER INFORMATION : The town completed a study in July 2000, which laid out a multi-component 
approach to improve Milford Pond and the Charles River Watershed. One of the components involves the 
removal of some 400,000 cubic yards of sediments to improve and restore the ecological health of Milford 
Pond. The town strongly supports the proposed sediment removal plan. The Preliminary Restoration 
Plan was approved by CENAD on 30 October 2001. Federal costs are estimated to reach the statutory 
limit of $5 million under Section 206 authority. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Senators Kirk (MA) and Kerry (MA), & Representative Neal (MA'2) 
DISTRICT : New England 


1 February 2010 
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FACT SHEET 

SECTION 206 - CONTINUING AUTHORITIES PROGRAM 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS PROGRAM : CAP - Environmental 


PROJECT/ STUDY NAME : Mi!! River, Stamford, Connecticut 

AUTHORIZATION : Section 206, Aquatic Ecosystem Restoration, WRDA 1996, as amended. 

LOCATION : The Mill River, also known as the Rippowam River, originates in New York and flows 
southerly through Connecticut and discharges Into Stamford Harbor in Long Island Sound. The project 
area is the reach of the Mi!! River within the City of Stamford, Connecticut. 


DESCRIPTION : The Mill River has been severely degraded by years of urban runoff, channel 
modifications and encroachment. The City is engaged in a multi-year effort to restore the aquatic 
ecosystem of the Mil! Rwer and reclaim and enhance open waterfront in the heart of the city. Main Street 
Dam prevents anadromous fish (river herring) from accessing upstream habitat, and the existing retaining 
walls impact the channel and prevents access to the river. The buiid-up of sediment behind Main Street 
Dam along with summer low flows adversely impact river habitat. The project involves removal of the 
Mam Street Dam, accumulated sediment, and adjoining retaining walls to restore riverine and riparian 
habitats. The partially breached dam at Pulaski Street will also be removed to restore an area of inter-tidal 
marsh. The project will also reduce the risk of flood damage in downtown Stamford. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA : 

Estimated Federal Cost 
Estimated Non-Federal Cost 
Cash 
Other 

Total Estimated Project Cost 

Allocation thru FY 2008 
Allocation for FY 2009 
Recovery Act Allocations to Date 
Allocation for FY 2010 
Balance to Complete After FY 201 0 
Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 


Feasibility 

Desian & InnDiementation 

365,000 

4,635,000 

0 

3,235,000 

(0) 

(3,235,000) 

(0) 

(0) 

365,000 

7,870,000 

365,000 

4,570,000 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

65,000 

0 

0 

N/A 

N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : A fully funded contract to restore the Mill River in Stamford. Connecticut was 
awarded on 30 September 2008. FY 2010 funds are being used to perform contract administration and 
supervision of ongoing construction. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : Complete project construction m FY 201 1 . 

OTHER INFORMATION : The Feasibility Report was approved by CENAD on 20 September 2004. A 
Project Cooperation Agreement was signed on 23 June 2008 between the Corps and the City of Stamford, 
Connecticut. Federal costs have reached the statutory limit of $5 million under Section 206 authority. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Senators Dodd (CT) S Lieberman (CT), Representative Himes (CT-4) 

DISTRICT : New England 
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FACT SHEET 

SECTION 1 135 - CONTINUING AUTHORITIES PROGRAM 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE . CAP - Environment 


PROJECT/STUDY NAME . Mordecai Island Coastal Wetlands Restoration, Ocean County, NJ 

AUTHORIZATION : Section 1135, Water Resources Development Act of 1 986, as amended. 

LOCATION . Mordecai Island is located west of the Long Beach Island near Beach Haven Borough, New 
Jersey and is adjacent to the New Jersey Intracoastal Waterway (NJIWW), the main navigation channel 
of Barnegat Bay. 

DESCRIPTION , Mordecai Island is composed of widespread areas of salt marsh and varying degrees of 
exposed sod or grass-covered slopes. Large areas of submerged aquatic vegetation, consisting primarily 
of eelgrass, are located off the southwestern edge of the island. The entire coastline of Mordecai Island 
has suffered from erosion; however, the western edge, adjacent to the NJIWW, has receded at a more 
substantial rate on the order of 3-6 feet per year. Continued erosion of the isiand threatens an abundant 
diversity of natural wildlife habitats that provide breeding, foraging, nesting and resting areas for many 
species of migratory birds, including shorebirds, wading birds, raptors and wildfowl Over 20 bird species 
have been observed on Mordecai Island. Residents of the island include American bittern and black 
skimmer, state-listed endangered species, and black-crowned night heron, a state-listed threatened 
species. A wooden breakwater will be built approximately 200' offshore of the island to reduce wave 
impact and erosion 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA- 


Estimated Federal Cost 
Estimated Non-Federal Cost 
Total Estimated Cost 
Allocation thru FY08 
Allocation for FY09 
Allocation for FY 2010 
Recovery Act Allocation to Date 
Balance to Complete after FY 2010 
Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 


FY2010 

Design & Implementation 
$2,289,000 
$ 763,000 
$3,052,000 
$ 789,000 
$ 0 
$1,500,000 1/ 

$ 0 
$ 0 
$ N/A 


1/ Funds are pending until a Project Partnership Agreement is executed. 


FY2010 ACTIVITIES : Negotiate and execute the Project Partnership Agreement using prior year funds. 
Funds will be used to finalize the plans and specs and award the construction contract. 


EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : Complete Construction in FY 201 1 , 

OTHER INFORMATION : Mordecai Land Trust and the New Jersey Department of Environmental 
Protection Bureau of Coastal Engineering are co-sponsors of this project. Mordecai Land Trust, Inc., a 
New Jersey non-profit organization formed in 2001 to take title of Mordecai Island, was formed solely to 
preserve and protect Mordecai Island. 


CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST . Rep. Saxton (NJ-3) 
DISTRICT : Philadelphia 


1 February 2010 
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FACT SHEET 

SECTION 206 - CONTINUING AUTHORITIES PROGRAM 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS PROGRAM : CAP - Environmental 

PROJECT/ STUDY NAME : Narrow River, Narragansett, Rhode Island 

AUTHORIZATION : Section 206 of the Water Resources Development Act of 1 996, as amended. 

LOCATION : The Narrow River, also known as Pettaquamscutt River, is a seven-mile long estuary located 
near the entrance to the West Passage of Narragansett Bay. The estuary's inlet and its eastern side are 
located in Narragansett, Rhode Island. The west side of the estuary is located in South Kingstown and the 
northern portion is located in North Kingstown, Rhode Island. 

DESCRIPTION : Most of the Narrow River estuary is shallow, generally 3 to 5 feet deep, and has a 
constricted tidal inlet. This study will investigate measures to restore eelgrass, shellfish, waterfowl, and 
finfish habitats and salt marshes, focusing primarily on the lower estuary. Ecosystem restoration 
measures to be Investigated include dredging, planting, and methods to reduce erosion and sediment 
accumulation. Dredged sand may be placed along Narragansett Beach to allow the sand to remain In the 
littoral system. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA; 

Feasibility 

Desian & ImDiementation 

Estimated Federal Cost 

440,000 

3,018,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 

0 

1,862,000 

Cash 

(0) 

(1,862,000) 

Other 

(0) 

(0) 

Total Estimated Project Cost 

440,000 

4,880,000 

Allocation thru FY 2008 

440,000 

134,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 

0 

0 

Recovery Act Allocations to Date 

0 

0 

Allocation for FY 2010 

0 

0 

Balance to Complete After FY 2010 

0 

2,884,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 

N/A 

N/A 


FY 2Q1Q ACTIVITIES : Available carry-ln of $76,000 is being used to complete the feasibility study in July 
2010, Efforts include plan formulation and evaluation, cost estimating, as well as preparation of an 
Environmental Assessment and final Feasibility Report. Upon approval of the Feasibility Report, available 
Design and Implementation funds of $50,000 will be used to negotiate a Project Partnership Agreement 
(PPA) with the sponsor, Remaining funds will be carried-over into FY 201 1 and used to complete project 
design, after signing of the PPA. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : Complete the feasibility study in FY 2010 and 
project construction in FY 2012. 

OTHER INFORMATION : The Preliminary Restoration Plan was approved by CENAD on 13 September 
2004. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Senators Reed (Rl) & Whitehouse (Rl), Representative Langevin (RI-2) 
DISTRICT : New England 


1 February 2010 
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FACT SHEET 

Section 206 - Continuing Authorities Program 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS LINE : CAP - Environment 

PROJECT/STUDY NAME : North Beach Wetland Restoration, MD 

AUTHORIZATION : Continuing Authorities Program, Section 206 of the Water Resources Development 
Act of 1996, as amended 

LOCATION : Town of North Beach, Calvert County, MD 

DESCRIPTION : North Beach is located in the northeastern corner of Calvert County, Maryland, 
approximately 32 miles southeast of Washington, DC on the western shore of the Chesapeake Bay. The 
town includes 3,000 feet of shoreline and is bounded by Anne Arundel County on the north and by the 
town of Chesapeake Beach on the south. Although North Beach is primarily residential, it has had a 
recent increase in tourism and recreation. A U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) Section 22, 

Planning Assistance to States Study identified a significant problem involving the degradation of the 440- 
acre salt marsh in the northern section of the town. The marsh at North Beach has been identified as an 
important Black Duck stopover, one of the few remaining on the western shore of Maryland. However, the 
marsh is becoming severely degraded from nearby development, altered hydrology and poor drainage. 
The marsh hydrology is constricted by the culvert at MD Route 261. The USACE is pursuing a project to 
restore a more natural hydrologic regime and enhance the existing 440-acre salt marsh. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 

Feasibilitv 

FY2010 

Desion & Imolementation 

Estimated Federal Cost 

$ 750,400 

$1,000,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 

0 

942,000 

Cash 


0 

Other 


942,000 

Total Estimated Cost 

$ 750,400 

$1,942,000 

Allocation thru 2008 

$418,400 

0 

Allocation for FY 2009 

200,000 

0 

Allocation for FY 2010 

132,000 

0 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 

0 

$1,000,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio at 7% 


N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Prepare preliminary designs, environmental benefits, and cost estimates. 

Pending identification of a viable design with sufficient environmental benefits, the study will proceed 
toward identification of a recommended alternative. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : Complete the feasibility study in FY1 1 . 

FURTHER INFORMATION : Considering the importance of the project to the non-Federal sponsor, the 
project was initiated in 2001 and has been delayed and inactive for five years due to funding limitations within 
the Section 206 authority. The project is being considered for conversion to the Section 510 Authority 
pending the outcome of the preliminary investigation. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Senators Mikulski and Cardin (MD); Representative Hoyer (MD-05) 
DISTRICT : Baltimore 


1 February 2010 


NAD - 131 


54862B 
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FACT SHEET 

Section 206 - Continuing Authorities Program 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS LINE : CAP - Environment 

PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Northwest Branch, Anacostia River, MD 

AUTHORIZATION : Continuing Authorities Program, Section 206 of the Water Resources Development 
Act of 1996, as amended 

LOCATION : Anacostia River, MD 

DESCRIPTION : The Anacostia River basin is a 170-square mile watershed within the State of 
Maryland and District of Columbia. The project plan consists of a $7-million stream restoration project, 
involving 1 1 restoration areas. The project contains three types of actions: stream restoration, riparian 
buffer enhancement, and vernal pool restoration. The proposed actions are designed to improve 
community habitat conditions not just at the specific site of construction, but also for the surrounding 
natural resources. Restoration activities include: (1) enhancing vernal pools, (2) enhancing the stream 
buffer by restricting livestock access, (3) planting riparian buffers, (4) stabilizing eroding stream banks, 
(5) adding in-stream habitat structures, (6) enhancing in-stream and edge habitat, and (7) improving 
fish passage. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 
Estimated Federal Cost 
Estimated Non-Federal Cost 
Cash 
Other 

Total Estimated Cost 


FY2010 

Design & Implementation 

4.550.000 

2.450.000 

1.800.000 
650,000 

4,550,000 


Allocation thru 2008 1,985,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 0 

Allocation for FY 2010 2,400,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 165,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio at 7% N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : One construction contr act will be awarded: plans and sp ecifications will be 
completed for a second construction contract; construction of the 11 restoration sites will be initiated. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLE TION FY FOR PHA SE : Construction cou Id be complet ed in 
December 201 1 . Project monitoring could be completed in December 2015. 

OTHER INFORMATION : None 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Senators Mikulski and Cardin (MD); Representatives Hoyer (MD-05), 
Van Hollen (MD-08), Edwards (MD-04) and Norton (DC) 

DISTRICT : Baltimore 


1 February 2010 


NAD -132 


54862B 


03/19/2010 
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FACT SHEET 

SECTION 206 - CONTINUING AUTHORITIES PROGRAM 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS PROGRAM . CAP - Environmental 

PROJECT/ STUDY NAME : Osgood Pond, Milford, New Hampshire 

AUTHORIZATION ' Section 206, Aquatic Ecosystem Restoration, WRDA 1996, as amended. 

LOCATION ' Osgood Pond is located in the Town of Milford in south central New Hampshire. This 26-acre 
pond is located on Town-owned parkland and is surrounded by an additional 24 acres of complex 
wetlands, and is the largest water body in the Town. 

DESCRIPTION : The ecosystem of Osgood Pond has degraded from excess sedimentation as a result of 
upstream impacts, including large scale quarry operations. The effects on the pond’s ecosystem include 
degradation of fisheries habitat and a proliferation of aquatic vegetation growth and organic material 
buildup. The approved project restores approximately 15 acres of Osgood Pond to up to ten feet deep by 
hydraulically dredging 123,000 cubic yards of sediments from the pond A portion of the dredged material 
will be used to restore an adjacent public park and Town-owned bail field. Another portion of the dredged 
material will be used to restore approximately 13 acres of wetlands and 17 acres of riparian area within an 
abandoned 200-acre sand and grave! quarry now owned by the Town of Milford. The 15 acres of restored 
open water aquatic habitat will also restore the effectiveness of 49 acres of waterfowl habitat associated 
with the pond and adjoining wetlands. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA; 

Feasibilitv 

Desian & Imolementation 

Estimated Federal Cost 

255,000 

1,240,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 

0 

805,000 

Cash 

(0) 

(805,000) 

Other 

(0) 

(0) 

Total Estimated Project Cost 

255,000 

2,045,000 

Allocation thru FY 2008 

255.000 

0 

Allocation for FY 2009 

0 

50,000 

Recovery Act Allocations to Date 

0 

0 

Allocation for FY 2010 

0 

100,000 

Balance to Complete After FY 2010 

0 

1,090,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 

N/A 

N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Planned FY 2009 carryover funds of $50,000 are being used to negotiate and sign 
a Project Partnership Agreement (PPA) with the Town of Milford in April 2010. Upon execution of the 
PPA, FY 2010 funds will be used to Initiate and complete design of ecosystem restoration measures. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE - Complete construction in FY 201 1 . 

OTHER INFORMATION : None. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST ' Senators Judd (NH) & Shaheen (NH), Representative Modes (NH-02) 
DISTRICT : New England 


1 February 2010 


NAD - 133 


54862B 


03/19/2010 
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FACT SHEET 

Section 206 - Continuing Authorities Program 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS LINE : CAP - Environment 

PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Paint Branch Fish Passage and Stream Restoration, MD 

AUTHORIZATION : Continuing Authorities Program, Section 206 of the Water Resources Development 
Act of 1996, as amended 

LOCATION : Prince George's County, MD 

DESCRIPTION : The Paint Branch Fish Passage and Stream Restoration Project is located in the 
Anacostia River watershed in Prince Georges County, Maryland. This watershed has been identified by 
the Chesapeake Bay Program as one of three restoration priorities in the Chesapeake Bay watershed. In 
recognition of this priority, the Governor of the State of Maryland, the mayor of Washington, D.C., and the 
County Executives of both Montgomery and Prince George's Counties in Maryland, signed the Anacostia 
Watershed Restoration Agreement (AWRA) in 1987; outlining a six-point action plan for restoring the 
Anacostia River watershed. The primary objectives include 1) reduction of pollution loads, 2) restoration 
of ecological integrity, 3) improvement of fish passage, 4) increase in wetland acreage, 5) expansion of 
forest cover, and 6) increase in public and private participation and stewardship. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 

Feasibilitv 

FY 2010 

Desian & ImDiementation 

Monitorino 

Estimated Federal Cost 

$ 453,500 

$2,657,000 

$28,100 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 


1.669,500 

15,200 

Cash 

Other 

Total Estimated Cost 

$ 453,500 

$4,326,500 

$43,300 

Allocation thru 2008 

$ 453,500 

$2,657,000 

0 

Allocation for FY 2009 

0 

0 

0 

Allocation for FY 2010 

0 

0 

0 

Balance to Complete after FY2010 

0 

0 

28,100 

Benefit to Cost Ratio at 7% 



N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Project plans and Specification will be completed. Real estate acquisition by the 
non-Federal sponsor will delay advertisement of the construction contract until FY1 1 . 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : Project plans and specifications will be 
completed in FY 201 0, construction contract could be awarded in FY 201 1 with carryover funds and 
completed in FY 2012. 

FURTHER INFORMATION : None. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Senators Mikulski and Cardin (MD); Representatives Hoyer (MD-05), and 
Edwards (MD-04) 

DISTRICT: Baltimore 


1 February 2010 


NAD - 134 


54862B 


03/19/2010 
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FACT SHEET 

SECTION 1 135 - CONTINUING AUTHORITIES PROGRAM 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE : CAP - Environment 

PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Pine Mount Creek Habitat Restoration, Cumberland County, NJ 

AUTHORIZATION : Section 1135ofWRDA 1986, as amended. 

LOCATION : T ributaries of the Cohansey River one mile upstream of the Delaware Bay 

DESCRIPTION . This project is examining the restoration ofei dike on Pine Mount Creek and repair of a dike 
on Mill Creek for the creation of wildlife management aaas along the CohanseyRiver The CohanseyRiver is 
the site of a shallow draft Federal navigation channel . Approximately 60 acres of wetlands were lost to 
dredged material disposal activities during the operatbn of this Federal navigation channel. This projectwill 
restore the environment by providing a high quality wildlife management area for the New JerseyDivision of 
Fish & Wildlife 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 


FY2010 

Feasibility Design & Implementation 


Estimated Federal Cost 
Estimated Non-Federai Cost 
Total Estimated Project Cost 
Allocation thru FY08 
Allocation for FY09 
Allocation for FY2010 
Recovery Act Allocation to Date 
Balance to Complete After FY10 
Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 


$478,200 
$ 0 

$478,200 
$478,200 1/ 
$ 0 

$ 0 

$ 0 

$ 0 


$4,472,000 
$1,666,000 
$6,138,000 
$ 50,000 

$ 90,000 

$ 200,000 2/ 
$ 0 
$4,132,000 
$ N/A 


1/ $478,200 Feasibility costs will be cost shared in the Project Partnership Agreement (PPA). 

2/ Funds are pending until a Project Partnership Agreement is executed. 

FY2010 ACTIVITIES : Complete the feasibility study and negotiate a draft PPA with prior year funding. 

FY 2010 funds will be used to complete the plans and specs. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FOR FY PHASE : Complete plans and specs in FY 201 1 . 

OTHER INFORMATION : The draft feasibility report will be comjBted in FY10 and willevaluate an additional 
alternative plan of repairing the existing dike at themouth of Mill Creek for similar ecological benefits as Pine 
Mount Creek. The NJDEP Division of Fish and Wildlife has withdrawn from the project as the non-Federal 
sponsor. Greenwich Township has expressed a willingness to act as a non-federal sponsor for the project. 
FY10 funds would be used to complete the plans and specs. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Senators Lautenberg and Menendez (NJ), Representative LoBiondo 
(NJ-02) 

DISTRICT : Philadelphia 


1 February 2010 


NAD - 135 


54862B 


03/19/2010 
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FACT SHEET 

SECTION 1135 - CONTINUING AUTHORITIES PROGRAM 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE . CAP - Environment 


PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Pond Creek Salt Marsh Restoration Project, Cape May, NJ 
AUTHORIZATION : Section 1 1 35 of WRDA 1986, as amended. 


LOCATION : Pond Creek is located adjacent to the Delaware Bay in Lower Township and the Borough of 
West Cape May, Cape May County, New Jersey. Pond Creek is located within the Higbee Beach Wildlife 
Management Area. 

DESCRIPTION : The goal of the proposed restoration project is to restore Pond Creek to an estuarine 
intertidal emergent marsh, dominated by native species such as saltmeadow cordgrass (Spartina). This 
will be accomplished by reducing common reed (Phragmiles australis), which is the current dominate 
vegetation at Pond Creek, implementation of the project goal will be accomplished by reestablishing daily 
tidal inundation to an increased amount of marsh at Pond Creek. Specifically, a new 920-foot-long 
channel with a bottom width of 20 feet will be constructed. The proposed new creek length would be 
approximately 920 ft from Delaware Bay to a newly constructed water-control structure. The new creek 
alignment would be consistent with previous historical locations of Pond Creek. The water control 
structure would be located in the middle of the north spoil pile and would be approximately 17 ft high and 
40 ft wide. The proposed structure would be composed of four box culverts with gates on each to control 
the amount of water entering the marsh. When completed, the elevation of the completed water control 
structure will be 1 .3 ft higher than the water surface elevation of the 500-year Delaware Bay storm, but 
would allow daily inundation of approximately 170 acres of Phragmites salt marsh. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA: 


Estimated Federal Cost 
Estimated Non-Federal Cost 
Total Estimated Project Cost 
Allocation thru FY08 
Allocation for FY09 
Allocation for FY2010 
Recovery Act Allocation to Date 
Balance to Complete After FY10 
Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 


FY2010 

Design & Implementation 
$1,651,000 
$ 550,000 
$ 2 , 201,000 
$ 120,000 
$ 0 

$1,531,000 1/ 

$ 0 

$ 0 

$ N/A 


1/ Funds are pending until a Project Partnership Agreement is executed. 


FY2010 ACTIVITIES : FY10 funds pending an executed Project Partnership Agreement with prior year 
camy-in funds. Funds ($1,531 ,000) will be used to award the construction contract. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : Complete construction in FY201 1 . 


other INFORMATION : New Jersey Department of Environmental Protection is the non-federal sponsor. 
The Environmental Assessment has been completed for this project. Drinking water well testing will be 
completed by USGS, a partnering agency on the project, prior to construction and also after project 
construction is completed. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Senators Lautenberg and Menendez (NJ). Representative LoBiondo 
(NJ-02) 

DISTRICT - Philadelphia 


1 February 2010 


NAD -136 


54862B 


03/19/2010 
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FACT SHEET 

SECTION 1135 - CONTINUING AUTHORITIES PROGRAM 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE : CAP - Environment 

PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Restoration of Grassdale, New Castle County, DE 
AUTHORIZATION : Section 1 1 35 of WRDA 1 986, as amended 

LOCATION : The project will restore degraded marsh along the eastern end of the Chesapeake and 
Delaware Canal, continuing north through the area surrounding the Grassdale Center, and across to the 
Delaware City branch channel, near Delaware City, Delaware. 

DESCRIPTION : Hundreds of acres of marsh were excavated and channelized to create the Chesapeake 
and Delaware Canal in the early 20'^ century The C&D Canal has been operated and maintained by the 


us Army Corps of Engineers, Philadelphia District, since 1919. The canal was widened, straightened, 
and depended, dikes were created, and tide/flap gates were installed. These changes, especially the 
decreased in tidal flow, created ideal conditions for a highly-invasive reed, Phragmiles. This project will 
restore 82 acres of degraded tidal marsh habitat by re-establishing tidal flow, stabilizing eroding 
embankments, creating open water areas with shallow water habitats, and controlling approximately 46 

acres of Phragmites 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA; 

FY2010 

Feasibilitv Desian & ImDiementation 

Estimated Federal Cost 

$675,000 $2,832,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 

$ 0 $1,169,200 

T otal Estimated Project Cost 

$675,000 $4,001,200 

Allocation thru FY08 

$675,000 1/ $ 0 

Allocation for FY09 

$ 0 $ 125,000 

Allocation for FY2010 

$ 0 $2,375,000 21 

Recovery Act Allocation to Date 

$ 0 $ 125,000 

Balance to Complete After FY10 

$ 0 $ 332,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 

$ N/A 


1/ $675,000 Feasibility costs will be cost shared in the Project Partnering Agreement (PPA). 

2/ Funds are pending until a Project Partnership Agreement is executed. 

FY2010 ACTIVITIES ' Continue progress on project designs. Funds ($2,375,000) will be used to award 
the construction contract. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : Complete construction in FY201 1 . 

OTHER INFORMATION : Delaware Department of Natural Resources and Environmental Control Is the 
non-federai sponsor. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Senators Kaufman and Carper (DE), Representative Castle (DE-AL) 
DISTRICT : Philadelphia 


1 February 2010 


NAD -137 


54862B 


03/19/2010 
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FACT SHEET 

Section 1 135 - Continuing Authorities Program 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE : CAP - Environment 
PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Rooster Island, MD 

AUTHORIZATION : Continuing Authorities Program, Section 1135 of the Water Resources 
Development Act of 1 986, as amended 

LOCATION : Cambridge, MD 

DESCRIPTION : Rooster Island is located in Cambridge, Dorchester County, Maryland. Rooster Island 
used to be a large sand spit containing wetlands and vegetation which protected Hambrooks Bay and the 
adjacent shorelines. Due to the lack of a continuous sediment source, the island has eroded and little 
vegetation is left. The project proposes to take sediment from Hambrooks Bay which previously washed 
away from the island to restore the island wetlands and shallow water habitat. 

FY 2010 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 

PDA 

Desion & Implementation 

Estimated Federal Cost 

$ 913,400 

$1,050,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 

300,700 

350,000 

Cash 

298,100 


Other 

2,600 


Total Estimated Cost 

$1,214,100 

$1,400,000 

Allocation thru 2008 

913,400 

1,300 

Allocation for FY 2009 

0 

141,500 

Allocation for FY 2010 

0 

100,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 

$0 

$807,200 

Benefit to Cost Ratio at 7% 


N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Prepare concept level designs and costs estimates. Pending identification of a 
viable design with sufficient environmental benefits, a supplement to the existing decision document will 
be prepared for submittal to the North Atlantic Division for review and approval. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : Construction could be completed in FY12, 

FURTHER INFORMATION : None. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Senators Mikulski and Cardin (MD); Representative Kratovil (MD-01 ) 
DISTRICT : Baltimore 


1 February 2010 NAD - 138 


54862B 


03/19/2010 



2971 


FACT SHEET 

Section 206 - Continuing Authorities Program 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE : CAP - Environment 
PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Sweet Arrow Lake. PA 

AUTHORIZATION : Continuing Authorities Program, Section 206 of the Water Resources Development Act 
of 1996, as amended 

LOCATION : Schulykill County, PA 

DESCRIPTION : The purpose of this project is to restore and enhance fisheries habitat that has been lost to 
sedimentation and expand the total wetland area of the lake. Sediment removal will focus on restoring warm- 
water fisheries and increasing wetland habitat. To meet these objectives, approximately 120,000 cubic yards of 
sediment will be removed from approximately 40 acres of the lake. Several restoration actions are being 
considered including, shallow to mid-water (1-15 feet) fish nursery habitat development along the northern 
shore and central areas of the lake. Also being considered is removal of all sediment; lake restoration by 
selective sediment removal, wetland creation, and stream channel restoration The removal of partial sediment 
will focus on restoring warm-water fisheries habitat using enhancement measures. The construction of an 
island within the lake would provide additional habitat for species. 


FY 2010 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 

Feasibility 

Desion & Implementation 

Estimated Federal Cost 

$ 730,500 

$1,500,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 

0 

$1,201,000 

Cash 


0 

Other 


$1,201,000 

Total Estimated Cost 

$ 730,500 

$2,701,000 

Allocation thru 2008 

$ 399,500 

$ 0 

Allocation for FY 2009 

181,000 

0 

Allocation for FY 2010 

0 

0 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 

$150,000 

$1,500,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio at 7% 


N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : If the Appropriations Committee authorizes to reprogram Section 205 funding to 
Section 206 to cover named and unfunded Section 206 projects we would prepare preliminary designs, 
environmental benefits, and cost estimates. With optimum funding, the draft final feasibility report could be 
completed for submittal to the North Atlantic Division office for review and approval in FY1 1. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : Complete the feasibility study in FY1 1 . 

FURTHER INFORMATION : None. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Senators Specter and Casey (PA); Representative Holden (PA-17) 
DISTRICT; Baltimore 


1 February 2010 


NAD - 139 


54862B 


03/19/2010 
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FACT SHEET 

SECTION 206 - CONTINUING AUTHORITIES PROGRAM 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS PROGRAM : CAP - Environmental 

PROJECT/ STUDY NAME : Ten Mile River, East Providence, Rhode Island 

AUTHORIZATION : Section 206 of the Water Resources Development Act of 1996, as amended. 

LOCATION ' The Ten Mile River is located in East Providence, Rhode Island at the head of Narragansett 
Bay directly to the east of Providence, Rhode island. 

DESCRIPTION : The recommended aquatic ecosystem restoration plan would restore anadromous fish to 
the lower Ten Mile River. The plan consists of providing Denil fishways at the three lowest dams on the 
Ten Mile River; Omega Pond Dam, Hunts Mill Dam and Turner Reservoir Dam. These fishways will 
provide for upstream migration of adult Blueback Herring, Alewife, and American Shad to historic 
spawning areas. Migrant slots will also be cut into the existing spillways at Omega Pond and Turner 
Reservoir dams to facilitate downstream migration of juveniles. A migrant slot is not required at Hunts Mill 
Dam due to the shape and irregulahties of the spillway. The proposed ecosystem restoration plan 
includes construction of a fish trap at Hunts Mill Dam to relocate excess fish to other watersheds, as 
anadromous fish returns to the Ten Mile River are likely to exceed available spawning grounds. 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 
Estimated Federal Cost 
Estimated Non-Federal Cost 
Cash 
Other 

Total Estimated Project Cost 


Allocation thru FY 2008 1 ,540,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 0 

Recovery Act Allocations to Date 410,000 

Allocation for FY 2010 780,000 

Balance to Complete After FY 2010 0 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : FY 2009 carry-in funds of $1,510,000 are being used to advertise and award a fully 
funded contract in February 2010 for construction of ecosystem restoration measures at Hunts Mill and 
Turner Reservoir Dams. FY 2010 funds will be used to advertise and award a fully funded contract in 
August 2010 for construction of ecosystem restoration measures at Omega Pond Dam 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : Complete project construction in FY 201 1 . 

OTHER INFORMATION : The feasibility study was prepared using Investigation funds and implementation 
was recommended under Section 206 authority. A Project Partnership Agreement was signed with the 
State of Rhode Department of Environmental Management on 27 May 2008, as amended on 10 October 
2009. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Senators Reed (Rl) & Whilehouse (Rl) & Representative Kennedy (RI-1 ) 
DISTRICT : New England 


1 February 2010 NAD - 140 


Design & implementation 

2.730.000 

1.470.000 
(1,440,000) 

(30,000) 

4.200.000 


54862B 


03/19/2010 
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FACT SHEET 

Section 206 - Continuing Authorities Program 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE : CAP - Environment 
PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Urieville Lake, MD 

AUTHORIZATION : Continuing Authorities Program, Section 206 of the Water Resources Development Act 
of 1996, as amended 

LOCATION : Kent County, MD 

DESCRIPTION : The Kent County Commissioners requested that the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 
investigate and potentially restore Urieville Lake. The watershed is a highly degraded system, with insufficient 
buffers and extensive water quality problems such as high nutrient levels and low dissolved oxygen. Urieville 
Lake has sustained several fish kills in recent years related to eutrophication. Restoration is designed to 
improve habitat and water quality. Without this project, the area will continue to be a degraded, underutilized 
area of the Chesapeake Bay and will continue to contribute to degraded water quality downstream from the 
lake. The project will identify and design habitat improvement measures, including the restoration of wetlands, 
improvement of riparian buffers and re-creation of open water habitat. The study will also establish connectivity 
between Urieville Lake and the downstream areas of Morgan Creek. This should allow adequate flow between 
the tidal and non-tidal areas of Morgan Creek creating a complete ecological system. Complete or partial 
removal of the dam remains a potential alternative tor restoration since the dam has been identified as a major 
structural obstacle to any long-term restoration and has effectively segregated habitat areas. 

FY 2010 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 

Feasibility 

Design & Implementation 

Estimated Federal Cost 

$617,300 

$ 1,800,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 

0 

1,242,000 

Cash 


0 

Other 


1,242,000 

Total Estimated Cost 

$617,300 

$3,042,000 

Allocation thru 2008 

$167,300 

0 

Allocation for FY 2009 

250,000 

0 

Allocation for FY 2010 

0 

0 

Balance to Complete after FY 201 0 

$200,000 

$ 1,800,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio at 7% 


N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : : If the Appropriations Committee authorizes to reprogram Section 205 funding to 
Section 206 to cover named and unfunded Section 206 projects we would prepare preliminary alternative 
designs and cost estimates. With carryover funding, the draft final feasibility report could be completed for 
submittal to the North Atlantic Division office for approval in FY1 1 . 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : Complete the feasibility study in FY1 1 . 
FURTHER INFORMATION : None. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Senators Mikulski and Cardin (MD); Representative Kratovil (MD-01) 
DISTRICT: Baltimore 


1 February 2010 


NAD -141 


54862B 


03/19/2010 
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FACT SHEET 

SECTION 206 - CONTINUING AUTHORITIES PROGRAM 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS PROGRAM : CAP - Environmental 

PROJECT/ STUDY NAME : Winnapaug Pond, Westerly, Rhode Island 

AUTHORIZATION : Section 206 of the Water Resources Development Act of 1996, as amended. 
LOCATION : Winnapaug Pond is located along the southern coast of Rhode Island in the town of Westerly. 


DESCRIPTION . Shoaling at the entrance to Winnapaug Pond has smothered eelgrass plants and reduced 
water depths making conditions unsuitable for the growth of eelgrass. The project involves dredging about 
12 acres of tidal shoal area in Winnapaug Pond to restore adequate depths and planting eelgrass to 
restore estuarine aquatic habitat. Eelgrass, a species of submerged aquatic vegetation (SAV), will be 
restored to dredged areas by seeding and planting plugs removed from nearby healthy donor beds. A 2.8- 
acre sedimentation basin would be dredged to prevent future shoaling. Restoration of these federally 
recognized Special Aquatic Sites in Winnapaug Pond would directly benefit the fisheries of Block Island 
Sound. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA : 
Estimated Federal Cost 
Estimated Non-Federal Cost 
Cash 
Other 

Total Estimated Project Cost 


Design & Implementation 

1.223.000 
659,000 

(659,000) 

( 0 ) 

1.882.000 


Allocation thru FY 2008 150,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 0 

Recovery Act Allocations to Date 0 

Allocation for FY 2010 0 

Balance to Complete After FY 2010 1,073,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Although named in FY 2010, design efforts are on hold until a Project Partnership 
Agreement is signed. The project sponsor has indicated that their share of project funds is not currentiy 
available. 


EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : Complete construction in FY 2012. 

OTHER INFORMATION : By resolution dated 2 August 1995, the Committee on Environment and Public 
Works authorized a water resources investigation along Rhode Island south coast from Watch Hill to 
Narragansett Feasibility studies determined that aquatic habitat restoration is justified for Winnapaug 
Pond. This project was approved on 8 November 2001 for implementation under Section 206 of WRDA 
1996. Congressional interests have referred to this project as Phase II of the South Shore Habitat 
Restoration Project. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Senators Reed (Rl) & Whitehouse (Rl), Representative Langevin (RI-2) 
DISTRICT : New England 
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FACT SHEET 
CONSTRUCTION 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE: Environmental Infrastructure 
PROJECT NAME: New York City Watershed, New York 

AUTHORIZATION: WRDA 1996, Section 552 and WRDA 1999, Section 340 - Water-related 
environmental infrastructure and resource protection and development. 

LOCATION: The Watershed is located within eight New York counties: Delaware, Greene, Schoharie, 
Ulster, Sullivan, Westchester, Putnam and Dutchess. 


DESCRIPTION: 41 projects have been certified by the New York State Department of Environmental 
Conservation (NYSDEC) as eligible under the Section 552 program. 37 cost sharing agreements have 
been executed with various sponsors of which 30 projects have been completed to date. The projects 
include stream bank restorations, design and installation of sewer and stormwater collection systems, 
stormwater management studies and implementation of whole farm planning. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA: 
Estimated Federal Cost 
Estimated Non-Federal Cos 
Cash 
Other 

Total Estimated Cost 


FY2010 

Construction 

$42,500,000 

$14,100,000 

$14,100,000 

0 

$56,600,000 


Allocation Thru FY 2008 $18,509,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 $453,000 

Allocation for FY 201 0 $945,000 

Recovery Act Allocation T o Date 0 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 $22,593,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio at 7% N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES: FY 2010 funds are being used to continue work on two new projects. Third 
Brook Corridor Mass Slope Failure Mitigation Project in Delaware County and the Riparian Buffer 
Implementation Project in Ulster County. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE: Project construction completion to be 
determined, subject to availability of project fund. 

OTHER INFORMATION: All of the 41 projects certified to date are cost reimbursement type projects. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST: Representatives Lowey (NY-18), Hall (NY-19), 

Murphy (NY-20), McNulty (NY-21 ), Hinchey (NY-22) and McHugh (NY-23); Senators Schumer (NY) 
and Gillibrand (NY) 

DISTRICT: New York 
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FACT SHEET 
CONSTRUCTION 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS LINE : Environmental Restoration 

PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Richmond, Virginia, Combined Sewer Overflow (CSO) 


AUTHORIZATION : Section 219(c)(17) of the Water Resources Development Act of 1992 
as amended by Section 504 of The Water Resources Development Act of 1996 and 
Section 502 of the Water Resources Development Act of 1999. 

LOCATION : City of Richmond, Virginia. 

DESCRIPTION : The city of Richmond is under special compliance order by the Virginia 
Department of Environmental Quality to implement a CSO control program in order to 
comply with the Clean Water Act. The project consists of studies and design to support 
the re-evaluation of the city of Richmond’s Combined Sewer Overflow Long Term 
Control Plan (LTCP). Work will include reliability and interface planning for Combined 
Sewer Overflow and Dry Weather Flow facilities and the Wastewater Treatment Plant 
and Satellite locations. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 
Estimated Federal Cost 
Estimated Non-Federal Cost 
Cash 
Other 

Total Estimated Cost 


FY 2010 
Construction 
$30,000,000 
$10,000,000 
$10,000,000 
0 

$40,000,000 


Allocation thru FY 2008 $3,546,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 $287,000 

Recovery Act Allocations to Date 0 

Allocation for FY 20 1 0 $1 00,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 $26,067,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Continue studies and design of CSO separator projects. 
EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : FY2012 


OTHER INFORMATION: N/A 


CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST: Senators Warner (VA) and Webb (VA); 
Representatives Scott (VA-3) and Cantor (VA-7). 

DISTRICT : Norfolk 
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FACT SHEET 
CONSTRUCTION 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE : Environment 

PROJECT NAME : South Central Pennsylvania Environment Improvement Program, PA 

AUTHORIZATION : Section 313 of WRDA 1992 (PL 102-580), as amended by WRDA 96 (PL 
104-303), Energy and Water Appropriations Acts of FY 96 (PL 104-46), FY 98 (PL 105-62), and 
FY 99 (PL 104-245), Omnibus Consolidated and Energy Supplemental Appropriations Act for 
FY 99 (PL 105-245), Water Resources Development Act of 1999 (PL 106-53), Section 101 of 
the FY2005 Consolidated Appropriations Act, and Section 3143 of WRDA 2007 (PL 110-114). 

LOCATION : The program authorizes the Corps to provide design and construction assistance 
on projects located in 15 counties in south central Pennsylvania, 

DESCRIPTION : Projects include wastewater treatment and related facilities; water supply, storage, 
treatment and distribution facilities; or surface water resource protection and development. 


FY 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 
Estimated Federal Cost $ 

Estimated Non-Federai Cost $ 

Cash 

Other $ 

Total Estimated Cost $ 


2010 

Construction 
100 , 000,000 
33,333,000 
$ 0 
33,333,000 
133,333,000 


Allocation Through FY 2008 (NAB) 
Allocation for FY 2009 (NAB) 
Allocation for FY 2010 (NAB) 
Balance to Complete after FY 2010 
Benefit to Cost Ratio at 7% - N/A 


$ 81,429,000 
$ 4,500,000 

$ 3,888,000 

$ 10,183,000 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Baltimore District (NAB) funds are being used to fully fund 2 new PPA's for 
projects that have been identified. It is expected that more PPA's will be executed as projects are 
identified. 


EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE . Projects are being completed as 
funding is provided up to the authorized program limit. 

OTHER INFORMATION : The program is not consistent with Administration policy. Water 
supply, wastewater treatment and related purposes are low budgetary priorities. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST: Senators Specter and Casey (PA), Shuster PA-09, Murtha PA- 
12, Carney PA-10, Thompson PA-05, 

DISTRICT : Baltimore 
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OPERATION AND 
MAINTENANCE 


Key to Abbreviations: 


N = Navigation 

FRM = Flood Risk Management 

Rec = Recreation 

Hydro = Hydropower 

ES = Environmental Stewardship 

WS = Water Suppiy 
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FACT SHEET 
Operation and Maintenance 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS PROGRAM ' Navigation 
PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Absecon Inlet, New Jersey 

AUTHORIZATION : Authorized by the Act of September 22, 1922 (HD 375, 67th Congress, 2nd Session) 
and July 24, 1946 (HD 504, 79th Congress, 2nd Session), 

LOCATION : The Inlet is located on the coast of New Jersey about 65 miles north of Delaware 
breakwater, between Brigantine Island on the north and Absecon Beach on the south. It forms the 
entrance to the harbor at Atlantic City, NJ. 

DESCRIPTION : The project provides for an inlet entrance 20 feet deep at mean low water and 400 feet 
wide, an entrance channel 1 5 feet deep and 200 feet wide from the inlet channel into Clam Creek, and a 
turning basin 15 feet within Clam Creek as approved by HD 375, 67th Congress and HD 504, 79th 
Congress. The total length of the section included in the project is about 1 and one-half miles. 


FY 2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA O&M 

Estimated Federal Cost $250,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost $ 0 

Total Estimated Cost $250,000 

Allocation thru FY 08 $1 33,000 

Allocation for FY 09 $124,000 

ARRA Funding $ 0 

Allocation for FY 10 $115,830 

Balance to Complete After FY 10 $134,170 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Condition surveys, reduced maintenance dredging within Clam Creek by 
Government dredge. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE ' N/A 

OTHER INFORMATION : This project provides a safe, reliable, and efficient navigation channel for 
commercial, recreational and U.S. Coast Guard use. The Fishing Fleet contributes approximately $145.6 
million of economic value to the nation each year. The US Coast Guard Station Atlantic City is located on 
the waterway and must have a reliable channel to fulfill their Homeland Security requirements and 
conduct search and rescue operations. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST: Sen. Lautenberg (NJ) and Sen. Menendez (NJ); Rep. Saxton (NJ-3) and 
Rep. Frelinghuysen (NJ-11); Rep. Robert Andrews (0 NJ-1): Rep. Frank A. LoBiondo (R NJ-2) 

DISTRICT : Philadelphia 


1 February 2010 


NAD -148 


54862B 


03/19/2010 



2981 


FACT SHEET 

OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE : Navigation 

PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Appomattox River. Virginia 

AUTHORIZATION : River and Harbor Act of 3 March 1871, and modified by the River 
and Harbor Acts of 13 June 1902, 3 March 1909, 25 June 1910, and 21 January 1927. 

LOCATION : Petersburg, Virginia. 

DESCRIPTION : The project consists of a channel 10 feet deep and 60 to 80 feet wide 
extending from the confluence with the James River as far upstream as the head of 
navigation at downtown Petersburg, Virginia, and including a turning basin at 
Lieutenants Run, a dam at Petersburg, a diversion channel, and a levee to separate the 
diversion channel from the navigation channel. The present requirements for 
maintenance include dredging the completely blocked upper segment of the channel 
containing contaminated sediments and removal of scattered shoals in downstream 
segments. 



FY 2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA: 

(O&M) 

Estimated Federal Cost 

$17,500,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 

$ 5,000,000 

Cash 

$ 0 

Other 

$ 5,000,000 

Total Estimated Cost 

$ 22,500,000 

Allocation thru FY 2008 

$ 1,402,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 

$ 527,000 

Recovery Act Allocations to Date 

0 

Allocation for FY 2010 

$ 523,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 

$ 15,048,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 

N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Complete environmental testing and analysis, finalize 
engineering, obtain environmental permits, and coordinate with the stakeholders to 
ensure readiness of the project when dredging funds are appropriated. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : FY2012 

OTHER INFORMATION : The City has identified the Weanack site, located along the 
James River, as the site for the placement of the dredged material and any required 
remediation of the contaminated sediments. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Senators Warner (VA) and Webb (VA). Representative 
Forbes (VA-4), 

DISTRICT: Norfolk 
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FACT SHEET 
Operation and Maintenance 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS PROGRAM : Navigation 


PROJECT/ STUDY NAME ' Bucks Harbor, Machiasport, Maine 
AUTHORIZATION : Section 107 of the River and Harbor Act of 1960, as amended. 


LOCATION: Bucks Harbor is located in the town of Machiasport, Maine, on the west coast of Machias 
Bay. The harbor consists of an inner and outer harbor. 

DESCRIPTION : The project provides an 1 1-acre anchorage area 8 feel deep in the outer harbor. Bucks 
Harbor is home to a large commercial fleet of about 70 fishing, lobstering and aquaculture support 
vessels. The existing Federal project has not been maintained since constructed in 1974. The 
commercial boats in the harbor currently experience significant tidal delays because of significant shoaling 
of the anchorage area. Proposed maintenance dredging would involve removal of about 35,000 cubic 
yards of predominantly silt and clay from the anchorage by mechanical dredge. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA : 
Estimated Federal Cost 
Estimated Non-Federal Cost 
Cash 

Other 

Total Estimated Project Cost 


Maintenance Dredging 
1 , 000,000 
0 


( 0 ) 

( 0 ) 

1,000,000 


Allocation thru FY 2008 0 

Allocation for FY 2009 0 

Recovery Act Allocations to Date 0 

Allocation for FY 201 0 743,000 

Balance to Complete After FY 2010 257,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio Applicable rate (%) N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : FY 2010 funds are being used to prepare plans and specifications and award a 
base bid contract with options to perform maintenance dredging in conjunction with improvement 
dredging. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : Complete maintenance dredging in FY 201 1. 

OTHER INFORMATION : Navigation improvements at Bucks Harbor are being proposed under Section 
107 of the Continuing Authorities Program. American Recovery and Reinvestment Act (ARRA) funds of 
$49,000 were used to prepare plans and specifications for improvement dredging. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST: Senators Collins (ME) & Snowe (ME), Representative Michaud (ME-2) 


DISTRICT: New England District. 
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FACT SHEET 
Operation and Maintenance 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS PROGRAM : Navigation 

PROJECT/ STUDY NAME : Cocheco River, New Hampshire 

AUTHORIZATION ' Project was adopted tn 1890 and completed in 1906. Section 364(18)(b) of WRDA 96 
requires that maintenance dredging be performed not later than 18 months after enactment (12 Oct 96). 

LOCATION : The Cocheco River is located in southeastern New Hampshire about 9 miles northwest of 
Portsmouth, New Hampshire. 


DESCRIPTION . The project provides for a 3-mile long tidewater channel, 7 feet deep and 60 to 70 feet 
wide, 35 feet wide in rock. The project has not been dredged since originally constructed in 1906 and is 
used primaniy by recreation craft with some minor commercial usage. It was agreed with project 
stakeholders to maintain the project to a depth of 6 feet instead of the authorized 7 feet. The reduced 
depth would adequately serve all current and potential future users of the channel. Maintenance dredging 
to 6 feet would require the removal of about 40.000 cubic yards (CY) of material. A lined and capped 
confined disposal facility is needed due to the level of sediment contamination. Environmental restrictions 
require dredging to be performed between 15 November and 15 March requiring multiple construction 
seasons. Maintenance dredging was initiated under a contract awarded on 14 September 2004. Work 
began in November 2004 and ended in March 2005 at the close of the environmental window About 

6.000 CY of material was dredged from the Federal channel and disposed of at the confined disposal 
facility. A second contract was awarded on 25 August 2006. Work resumed in November 2006 and ended 
in April 2007 at the close of the extended environmental window. About 1 1,000 CY of material, including 

1.000 CY of rock, was dredged from the Federal channel and disposed of at the confined disposal facility. 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA : Maintenance Dredging 

Estimated Federal Cost 10,788,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 0 1/ 

Total Estimated Project Cost 10,788.000 


Allocation thru FY 2008 8,808,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 0 

Recovery Act Allocations to Date 0 

Allocation for FY 2010 1 ,980,000 

Balance to Complete After FY 2010 0 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% N/A 


V The City of Dover constructed the confined disposal facility at 100 percent their cost The Corps will pay a 
tipping fee to the City for use of their facility. The tipping fee will be based on 80 percent of the City’s cost to 
construct that portion of the facility used for disposal of material dredged from the Federal Navigation Project. 

FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : FY 2010 funds, along with planned FY 2009 carryover of $1 ,800,000, are being used to 
advertise and award a third contract for maintenance dredging of about 7,000 CY of unsuitable material from 
the Cocheco River and pay the City of Dover a tipping fee for use of their disposal facility. Although this would 
not complete maintenance dredging of the entire project to the agreed upon 6 feet, all sections of the channel 
would be dredged to a minimum of 5 feet, which is acceptable to project stakeholders 


EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : Complete maintenance dredging in FY 201 1 . 


OTHER INFORMATION : None. 


CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Senators Judd (NH) & Shaheen (NH). Representative Shea-Porter (NH-1) 
DISTRICT: New England District. 
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FACT SHEET 

OPEFRATION AND MAINTENANCE 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE: Navigation 
PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Fishing Creek, MD 
AUTHORIZATION : Rivers and Harbor Act of 1967 

LOCATION : A narrow winding tidal stream which enters Chesapeake Bay from the west 
56 miles south of Baltimore and about 26 miles south of Annapolis, MD. 

DESCRIPTION : The project consists of channel 7 feet deep and 100-60 feet wide from 
Chesapeake Bay to an anchorage with twin jetties. 


FY2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA : O&M 

Estimated Federal Cost $160,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost S 0 

Cash S 0 

Other $ 0 

Total Estimated Cost $160,000 

Allocation thru (BY-2) FY 2008 $ 0 

Allocation for (BY-1 ) FY 2009 $ 0 

Recovery Act Allocations To Date $ 0 

Allocation for FY 2010 $160,000 

Balance to Complete After FY 2010 $ 0 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @7 % N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : FY 10 funds in the amount of $160,000 are being used for 
engineering and design for future maintenance dredging. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : N/A 

OTHER INFORMATION : None 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Congressman Steny H. Hoyer (MD-5), Senators 
Barbara A. Mikulski (MD), Benjamin L. Cardin (MD) 

DISTRICT: Baltimore 
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FACT SHEET 
Operation and Maintenance 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS PROGRAM . Navigation 

PROJECT/ STUDY NAME : Great Salt Pond. Block Island, Rhode Island (New Harbor) 

AUTHORIZATION : Rivers and Harbors Acts of 1896, 1900 and 1902. 

LOCATION. Block Island is located about 13 miles off the south coast of Rhode Island. Great Salt Pond 
IS located on the west side of Block Island. 

DESCRIPTION : The project provides for an entrance channel 18 feet deep and 300 feet wide into Great 
Salt Pond, with two stone jetties (one either side of the entrance channel). The project was last dredged in 
June 2009 when the Government owned dredge, the CURRITUCK, removed a hazardous shoal from the 
entrance channel. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA : 
Estimated Federal Cost 
Estimated Non-Federal Cost 
Cash 

Other 

Total Estimated Project Cost 


Maintenance Dredging 
423,000 
0 

< 0 ) 

(0) 

423,000 


Allocation thru FY 2008 0 

Allocation for FY 2009 225,000 

Recovery Act Allocations to Date 0 

Allocation for FY 2010 198,000 

Balance to Complete After FY 2010 0 

Benefit to Cost Ratio Applicable rate (%) N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : FY 2010 funds are being used to perform normal maintenance dredging of the 
entrance channel using the Corps dredge CURRITUCK. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : Complete maintenance dredging in FY 2010. 

OTHER INFORMATION : Regular dredging with the CURRITUCK has been found to be the most efficient 
and economical method to keep the project channel at safe depths. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST: Senators Reed (Rl) & Whitehouse (Rl), Representative Langevin (RI-2) 
DISTRICT: New England District. 
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FACT SHEET 
Operation and Maintenance 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS PROGRAM : Navigation 

PROJECT/ STUDY NAME: Greenwich Harbor, Connecticut 

AUTHORIZATION : River and Harbor Act of 2 March 1945, as amended. 

LOCATION : Greenwich Is located in the southwest corner of Connecticut near the New York/Connecticut 
state line. 


DESCRIPTION : Greenwich Harbor consists of an outer harbor and three inner coves indenting the north 
shore of Long Island Sound. Project provides for a 12-foot entrance channel, 130 feet wide, from the 
Outer Harbor to the Town Wharf, thence, generally 100 feet wide, to a point about 50 feet from the head of 
the harbor, a total length of 1 .4 miles; and two anchorages at the west side of the channel, one is 6 feet 
deep and about 12 acres in area located northeast of Grass Island and the other is 8 feet deep and about 
21.5 acres in area located south of Grass Island. The project was constructed in 1951 and last maintained 
in 1968. Project has not been maintained in recent years because of encroachment into the 6-foot 
anchorage area and harbor management issues concerning open to all on equal tenns. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAI DATA ■ 
Estimated Federal Cost 
Estimated Non-Federai Cost 
Cash 

Other 

Total Estimated Project Cost 


Samolina & Testing 
522,000 
0 

( 0 ) 

( 0 ) 

522,000 


Allocation thru FY 2008 0 

Allocation for FY 2009 23,000 

Recovery Act Allocations to Date 0 

Allocation for FY 2010 99,000 

Balance to Complete After FY 201 0 400,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : FY 2010 funds are being used to coordinate with the Town of Greenwich to resolve 
encroachment and harbor management issues. These funds will also be used for environmental 
coordination and to Initiate sediment sampling. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : Complete sampling and testing in FY 201 1 . 
OTHER INFORMATION : An estimate for maintenance dredging has not been prepared. 
CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Senators Dodd (CT) & Lieberman (CT), RepresentaUve Himes (CT-4) 
DiSTRICT: New England District. 
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FACT SHEET 
Operation and Maintenance 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS PROGRAM : Navigation 

PROJECT/ STUDY NAME : Hampton Harbor, New Hampshire 

AUTHORIZATION : Existing project was authorized by the Chief of Engineers in Febnjary 1964, under 
Section 107 of the Rivers and Harbors Act of 1960, as amended. 

L OCATION ; Hampton Harbor is located along the New Hampshire coastline at the confluence of the 
Blackwater and Hampton Rivers, about 1 .5 miles north of the Massachusetts and New Hampshire state 
line. 

DESCRIPTION : The existing Federal project provides for an 8-foot entrance channel and seaward 
extensions of two stone jetties. The existing project was completed in 1965 and last maintained in 1987. 
The 1964 project was essentially development of a new harbor with little existing navigation. Accordingly, 
Federal project features were limited to the harbor entrance and inlet, while the state developed the inner 
harbor. Since the 1960's Hampton Harbor has grown to be the State's largest commercial fishing port, 
and the State has requested the Corps examine Inner harbor anchorage improvements for the commercial 
fleet. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA ■ 
Estimated Federal Cost 
Estimated Non-Federal Cost 
Cash 

Other 

Total Estimated Project Cost 


Maihtenahce Dredoino 
129,000 
0 

( 0 ) 

( 0 ) 

129,000 


Allocation thru FY 2008 0 

Allocation for FY 2009 0 

Recovery Act Allocations to Date 0 

Allocation for FY 2010 129,000 

Balance to Complete After FY 2010 0 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : FY 2010 funds are being used to prepare plans and specifications for the 
maintenance portion of dredging the existing Federal project in conjunction with proposed improvement 
dredging. Remaining FY 2010 funds will be carried-over into FY 201 1 and used to perform maintenance 
dredging of the exisbng Federal project. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : Complete maintenance dredging in FY 2011. 

OTHER INFORMATION : The improvement project is being recommended under Section 107 Authority 
and provides for extending the 8-foot channel into the inner harbor with branches to the north (Hampton) 
and south (Seabrook) basins, and dredging 8-foat anchorage areas in both basins to accommodate the 
existing commercial fishing and lobstering fleets. The project would involving dredging about 80,000 cubic 
yards of clean sand, which would be pumped to the adjacent State beaches in Hampton and Seabrook 
outside the harbor on either side of the inlet. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST: Senators Judd (NH) and Shaheen (NH), and Representative Shea- 
Porter (NH-01) 


DISTRICT : New England District. 
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FACT SHEET 
Operation and Maintenance 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS PROGRAM : Navigation 
PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Harbor of Refuge, Lewes, DE 


AUTHORIZATION : 52-112 in 1894, HD 70-15 in 1930 and HD 74-56 in 1935. 


LOCATION: The Harbor of Refuge project provides for a breakwater 8,000 feet long; 1 1 ice piers; and an 
inner navigation channel and turning basin. 


DESCRIPTION : The National Harbor of Refuge Breakwater is located in Lewes Harbor off Cape 
Henlopen. The stone breakwater is 1 .5 miles long and is a prominent feature in the historic Delaware 
Breakwater complex that is listed in the National Register of Historic Places. Harbor of Refuge 
Lighthouse, a historic 1 926 stnrcture, is located on the south end of the National Harbor of Refuge 
Breakwater. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 
Estimated Federal Cost 
Estimated Non-Federal Cost 
Total Estimated Cost 


FY 2010 
O&M 

$3,100,000 
$ 0 
$3,100,000 


Allocation thru FY 08 $ 343,000 

Allocation for FY 09 $ 235,000 

ARRA Funding $ 0 

Allocation for FY 1 0 $ 99,000 

Balance to Complete After FY 10 $3,001 ,000 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Condition Survey & Plans and Specs for Breakwater and Lighthouse Foundation 
EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : N/A 

OTHER INFORMATION : Funding in the amount of $3,100,000 is required for repair of the National 
Register of Historic Properties Breakwater at the Harbor of Refuge, Lewes, Delaware. The National 
Harbor of Refuge Breakwater is located in Lewes Harbor off Cape Henlopen. The stone breakwater is 
1 .5 miles long and is a prominent feature in the historic Delaware Breakwater complex that is listed in the 
National Register of Historic Places. Harbor of Refuge Lighthouse, a historic 1926 structure. Is located on 
the south end of the National Harbor of Refuge Breakwater. Funding could be used to rehabilitate the 
breakwater wall on the south end where the lighthouse is situated. Over the past 30 years, Atlantic seas 
and tides have removed much of the protective stone / rip-rap at the base of the lighthouse on both the 
east and west sides. In addition, the Atlantic seas have also caused a near-breech on the north side of 
the wall at high tide - a situation that seriously undermines the stability of the breakwater where the 
lighthouse is located. Left unattended for much longer, the breakwater will eventually be undermined to 
the point that threatens to topple the historic lighthouse in to the Atlantic. In the interest of protecting the 
historic integrity of the National Harbor of Refuge Breakwater itself and ensuring the protection of the 
historic lighthouse as well, the initiative to rehabilitate the wall is a most crucial one that is time sensitive. 


CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST: Senator Thomas R. Carper (D) DE; Senator Ted Kaufman (D) DE; 
Congressman Michael N. Castle (R) DE. 

DISTRICT : Philadelphia 
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FACT SHEET 
Operation and Maintenance 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS PROGRAM : Navigation 

PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Manasquan River, New Jersey 

AUTHORIZATION : HD 70-482 as modified by HD 77-356 and PL 99-662 

LOCATION : The Manasquan River connects the New Jersey Intracoastal Waterway with the Atlantic 
Ocean. 

DESCRIPTION : This navigation project provides fbr2jetties; a channel 14 feet deep and 250 feet wide 
from the ocean to the inner end of the north jetty; and a channel 12 feet deep and 100 to 300 feet wide 
extending to within 300 feet of the railroad bridge. Project length is 1 .5 miles. 


FY2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA QAM 

Estimated Federal Cost $570,000 

Estimated Non-Federai Cost $ 0 

Total Estimated Cost $570,000 

Allocation thru FY 08 $185,000 

Allocation for FY 09 $337,000 

ARRA Funding $ 0 

Allocation for FY 1 0 $150,480 

Balance to Complete After FY 1 0 $41 9,520 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Funding will be used to perform channel examination surveys and maintenance 
dredging of the Inlet’s most critical shoals. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : N/A 

OTHER INFORMATION : This project is valuable to the nation because it provides a safe, reliable, and 
efficient navigation channel for the busiest inlet in the state of New Jersey. Each year thousands of boats 
pass through the Inlet generating millions of dollars of business and commerce. Both recreational and 
commercial fishermen heavily use the Inlet generating over $128 million of economic value to the nation 
(NMFS), During summer months, approximately 500 boats pass through the Inlet each day (USCG data). 
Beach nourishment has increased shoaling at the mouth of the river causing safety problems for 
commercial and recreational users of the Inlet. At the request of the US Coast Guard and commercial 
fishermen, emergency dredging was performed to remove navigation obstructions. The US Coast Guard 
Station is located on the waterway and must have a reliable channel to fulfill their Homeland Security 
requirements and conduct search and rescue operations. They conducted over 800 assistance/rescue 
cases and saved numerous lives. The inlet would need to be dredged three times a year to provide a 
reliable, efficient and safe navigation channel. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST: Sen. Lautenberg (NJ)and Sen. Menendez (NJ); Rep. Saxton (NJ-3) and 
Rep. Frelinghuysen (NJ-11); Rep. Robert Andrews (D NJ-1); Rep. Frank A. LoBiondo (R NJ-2) 

DISTRICT : Philadelphia 
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FACT SHEET 
Operation and Maintenance 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS PROGRAM : Navigation 

PROJECT/ STUDY NAME : New Bedford and Fairhaven Harbor, Massachusetts 
AUTHORIZATION : Rivers and Harbors Acts of 1907, 1909, 1912, 1930, 1935 and 1937, 


LOCATION: New Bedford and Fairhaven Harbor is a tidal estuary located on the western side of 
Buzzards Bay. The harbor is located along the eastern shoreline of Massachusetts about seven miles off 
the Atlantic Shipping Channel. 


DESCRIPTION : The Federal navigation project provides for a channel 30 feet deep and 350 feet wide 
from deep water in Buzzards Bay to just above the New Bedford-Fairhaven Bridge, a distance of nearly 5 
miles, with widening for anchorage and maneuvering purposes in the area northwest of Palmer Island and 
above the bridge. The project also includes a channel 25 feet deep and 200 to 250 feet wide along the 
New Bedford waterfront near the bridge, a channel 15 feet deep and 150 to 400 feet wide along the 
Fairhaven waterfront from Pierce and Kilburn Wharf to the Old South Wharf, then 10 feet deep and 150 
feet wide to a point about 1 ,000 feet south of the Old South Wharf and a 25-foot anchorage northeast of 
Palmer Island, The harbor is protected by the New Bedford Hurricane Barrier, which is operated and 
maintained by the Corps and the City of New Bedford. The project was completed in 1939 and last 
maintained in 1 953. Maintenance dredging would require the removal of about 1 , 1 00,000 cubic yards of 
material. The majority of this material is unsuitable for unconfined open water disposal and would be 
disposed of in Confined Aquatic Disposal (CAD) cells provided by the local sponsor. Suitable material 
located mainly seaward of the Hurricane Barrier, would be taken to either the Buzzards Bay Disposal Site 
located approximately 1 0 miles away or the Rhode Island Sound Disposal Site. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA : 
Estimated Federal Cost 
Estimated Non-Federal Cost 
Total Estimated Project Cost 


Maintenance Dredoino 
15,000,000 
0 

15,000,000 


Allocation thru FY 2008 405,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 466,000 

Recovery Act Allocations to Date 0 

Allocation for FY 201 0 470,000 

Balance to Complete After FY 201 0 13,659,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio Applicable rate (%) N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : FY 2010 funds, along with FY 2009 carry-in funds of $474,000, are being used to 
update project economics as well as prepare plans and specifications and an Environmental Assessment 
for maintenance dredging of New Bedford Harbor. 


EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : Complete maintenance dredging in FY 2013. 

OTHER INFORMATION : The Commonwealth of Massachusetts has developed a Dredged Material 
Disposal Plan for New Bedford Harbor, which identifies suitable locations within the harbor for construction 
of CAD cells for disposal of unsuitable material. 


CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST: Senators Kirk (MA) & Kerry (MA), Representative Frank (MA-4) 
DISTRICT: New England District. 
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FACT SHEET 
Operation and Maintenance 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS PROGRAM : Navigation 

PROJECT/ STUDY NAME : Newburyport Harbor, Massachusetts 
AUTHORIZATION : River and Harbor Acts of 1880, 1910 and 1945. 

LOCATION : Newburyport Harbor is located at the mouth of the Menimack River, about 4 miles south of 
the Massachusetts and New Hampshire state line. 

DESCRIPTION : Project provides for a 15-foot entrance channel, then a 9-foot channel through 
Newburyport Harbor to a 9-foot turning basin at the mouth of the Merrimack River. The project includes 
construction of north and south stone jetties at the entrance to Newburyport Harbor. The project was 
completed in August 1 958 and last maintained in August 1999. Natural shoaling processes have reduced 
available depths in parts of the channel and turning basin making navigation difficult. The Federal channel 
provides to public and private boating facilities located at the mouth of the Merrimack River. The project 
supports both recreational and small commercial fishing vessels. Proposed maintenance dredging would 
involve the removal of about 160,000 cubic yards of material by hopper dredge, with disposal at a near 
shore site off of Plum Island. The work would be performed between 1 July and 31 March. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA: 

North Jettv 

South Jettv 

Dredoino 

Estimated Federal Cost 

10,000,000 

5,000,000 

$ 2,645,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 

0 

0 

0 

Cash 

Other 

Total Estimated Cost 

(0) (0) (0) 
(0)(0)(0) 
10,000,000 

5,000,000 

2,645,000 

Allocation thru FY 2008 

0 

0 

654,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 

0 

93,000 

496,000 

Recovery Act Allocations to Date 

0 

0 

1,000,000 

Allocation for FY 2010 

0 

0 

495,000 

Balance to Complete After FY 2010 

10,000,000 

4,907,000 

0 

Benefit to Cost Ration @ 7% 

N/A 

N/A 

N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Available funds are being used to continue design of Jetty repairs. FY 2010 funds, 
along with FY 2009 planned carryover of $1,100,000 and ARRA funding of $1 ,000,000, are being used to 
advertise and award a fully funded contract in July 2010 to perfonn maintenance dredging of Newburyport 
Harbor. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : Complete maintenance dredging in FY 2011, 

OTHER INFORMATION : The towns of Newbury and Salisbury have requested that dredged material be 
placed directly on the beach. A Section 204 investigation was initiated in April 2008 to determine if 
Federal participation is wamanted. Direct placement of sand onto the beach would cost an additional 
$2,000,000. A Project Partnership Agreement was signed with the Commonwealth of Massachusetts 
Department of Conservation and Recreation on 9 November 2009 to share additional disposal costs. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Senators Kirk (MA) & Kerry (MA), & Representative Tierney (MA-6) 

DISTRICT: New England District. 
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FACT SHEET 
Operation and Maintenance 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS PROGRAM : Navigation 

PROJECT/ STUDY NAME : Norwalk Harbor, Connecticut 

AUTHORIZATION : Authorized by the River and Harbor Acts of 1919 and 1945, 

LOCATION Norwalk Harbor is located along the north shore of Long Island Sound (LIS) in south central 
Connecticut, at the mouth of the Norwalk River. 

DESCRIPTION : The project provides for a 12-foot channel extending about 3.2 miles from deep water in 
the outer harbor to the Washington Street Bridge, then a 10-foot channel extending 1 .5 miles to the head 
of navigation at Nonvalk, The project also provides for a 6-foot channel extending to the head of 
navigation in East Nonvalk, a 10-fbot anchorage area and two basin areas. The project was completed in 
1950. The harbor supports a sand and gravel facility, small oil terminals, a power station, and the largest 
commercial shell fishing operation in the northeast; as well as many commercial marinas, a large fishing 
fleet and numerous recreational vessels. In 2007, waterborne commerce totaled 290,000 tons. 
Maintenance work is being performed in three phases. Phase I involved constnjction of the two in-river 
confined aquatic disposal (CAD) cells and dredging of the 10-foot channel to the head of navigation and a 
small portion of the 6-foot channel. A total of 150,000 CY were dredged during Phase I work, which was 
completed in February 2006. Phase II work involved dredging 190,000 CY of sediment from the 6-foot 
channels and anchorage to authorized depth, portions of the 12-fbot channel to 9 feet, and the 10-foot 
anchorage to 6 feet due to funding limitations. Phase II work was completed in February 2009, Phase III 
involves dredging about 300,000 CY of sediment from the 12-foot channel and 10-foot anchorage to 
authorized depths. In addition, Connecticut Department of Environmental Protection will probably require 
capping of the material placed at the Central Long Island Sound disposal area with a minimum of 75,000 
CY of clean material. Environmental restrictions require most dredging to be performed between 1 
October and 31 January to protect winter flounder and shellfish spawning. Dredging is permitted until 31 
March in the southern most section of the project. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA' 

Phase 1 

Phase il 

Phase Hi 

Estimated Federal Cost 4,500,000 


5,300,000 

10,000.000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 21 5,000 


954.000 

1,300.000 

Cash 

(215,000) 

(954,000) 

(1,300,000) 

Other 

(0) 

(0) 

(0) 

Total Estimated Project Cost 4,715,000 


6.254.000 

11.300.000 

Allocation thru FY 2008 

4.500.000 

5,300,000 

520,000 

Allocation In FY 2009 

0 

0 

1,440,000 

Recovery Act Allocations to Date 

0 

0 

0 

Allocation in FY 2010 

0 

0 

1,432,000 

Balance to Complete After FY 2010 

0 

0 

6,608,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7 % 

N/A 

N/A 

N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : FY 2010 funds are being used for environmental coordination and to complete 
preparation of plans and specifications for Phase III maintenance dredging. Funds are not sufficient to 
perform a useable increment of work. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : Phase III maintenance dredging in FY 2012. 

OTHER INFORMATION : The Decision Document was approved by CENAD on 12 April 2005. The PCA 
was executed with the City of Norwalk, Connecticut on 28 June 2005. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Senators Dodd (CT) & Lieberman (CT). Representative Himes (CT-4) 
DISTRICT : New England District. 
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FACT SHEET 
Operation and Maintenance 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS PROGRAM : Navigation 

PROJECT/ STUDY NAME : Pawcatuck River, Little Narragansett Bay & Watch Hill Cove, Rhode Island 
and Connecticut 

AUTHORIZATION : River and Harbor Acts of 1896, 1905 and 1945. 

LOCATION: Little Narragansett Bay is on the Rhode Island and Connecticut boundary at the mouth of the 
Pawcatuck River. Watch Hill Cove is at the southeast comer of the bay in the Town of Westerly, Rhode 
Island. 


DESCRIPTION : The existing project provides for a 10-foot channel, 100 feet wide from Stoningfon Point 
through Little Narragansett Bay then up the Pawcatuck River to the lower Wharfs in Westerly, a length of 
about 7 miles, and then 40 feel wide between the lower and upper wharves of Westerly, a length of about 
one-half mile. The project also includes removal of obstructions at Watch Hill; a channel, 1 0 feet deep and 
1 00 feet wide, from the mouth of the river into Watch Hill Cove; a 16-acre anchorage basin 1 0 feet deep in 
Watch Hill Cove; and a riprap jetty, 200 feet long, near the southwest comer of the basin. Maintenance 
dredging would involve the removal of about 1 00,000 cubic yards of material from a 12,000 foot section of 
the entrance channel lying partially in Connecticut and partially in Rhode Island. Sandy dredged material 
would be placed at a near shore site off Misquamicut Beach in Rhode Island and silt material would be 
placed at the New London Open Water Disposal Site in Long Island Sound. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA : 
Estimated Federal Cost 
Estimated Non-Federal Cost 
Total Estimated Project Cost 


Maintenance Dredoino 
3,200,000 
0 

3,200,000 


Allocation thru FY 2008 0 

Allocation for FY 2009 0 

Recovery Act Allocations to Date 0 

Allocation for FY 2010 191,000 

Baiance to Complete After FY 2010 3,009,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio Applicable rate (%) N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : FY 201 0 funds are being used to finalize coordination with State and Federal 
Resource Agencies, and prepare plans and specifications for maintenance dredging of the project. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : Complete maintenance dredging in FY 2012. 

OTHER INFORMATION : None. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST: Senators Reed (Ri), Whitehouse (Rl), Dodd (CT) and Lieberman (CT); 
and Representatives Langevin (RI-2) and Courtney (CT-2) 


DISTRICT: New England District. 
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FACT SHEET 
Operation and Maintenance 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS PROGRAM : Navigation 

PROJECT/ STUDY NAME : Plymouth Harbor and Long Beach Dike, Massachusetts 

AUTHORIZATION : Rivers and Harbors Acts of 1899, 1913, 1922, 1962 and 1965, 

LOCATION: The Plymouth Harbor Federal navigation project is located in the Town of Plymouth, about 
30 miles south of Boston, Massachusetts. 


DESCRIPTION : The project consists of a 2.5 mile long by 18 feet deep outer channel, a 0,3-mile long by 
15 feet deep inner channel, and a stone dike approximately 2.5 miles long running along Plymouth Long 
Beach, a barrier beach which protects Plymouth Harbor from severe weather in Cape Cod Bay. The 
Plymouth Harbor Federal navigation project was completed in 1967 and was last dredged in 1988. 


Maintenance dredging of approximately 200,000 
navigation project to its authorized dimensions. 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA : 

Estimated Federal Cost 
Estimated Non-Federal Cost 
Cash 
Other 

Total Estimated Project Cost 

Allocation thru FY 2008 

AllocaUon for FY 2009 

Recovery Act Allocations to Date 

Allocation for FY 201 0 

Balance to Complete After FY 2010 

BenefH to Cost Ratio Applicable rate (%) 

FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : FY 201 0 funds are being 
maintenance dredging of the Federal project. 


yards of matenal is needed to restore the Federal 


Maintenance Dredging 

5,700,000 
0 

( 0 ) 

( 0 ) 

5.700.000 

0 

0 

0 

188,000 

5.512.000 
N/A 

to prepare contract plans and specifications for 


EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : Complete maintenance dredging early in FY 
2012 . 


OTHER INFORMATION : The allowable dredging window extends from 1 October through 31 January. 
Approximately 90 commercial lobstermen operate from Plymouth Harbor, landing an average of 850,000 
pounds per year. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST: Senators Kirk (MA) & Kerry (MA), Representative Delahunt (MA-1 0) 
DISTRICT: New England District. 
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FACT SHEET 
Operation and Maintenance 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS PROGRAM : Navigation 

PROJECT/ STUDY NAME : Point Judith Pond and Harbor of Refuge, Rhode Island 

AUTHORIZATION : River and Harbor Acts of 1890, 1907, 1910, 1919 and 1948. The project was modified 
in 1976 under Section 107 of the River and Harbor Act of 1960, as amended. 

LOCATION : Point Judith Pond is located along the boundary between the towns of Narragansett and 
Kingstown in south central Rhode Island. The Point Judith Harbor of Refuge is located in Block Island 
Sound along the south coast of Rhode Island between Point Judith and the inlet to Point Judith Pond. 

DESCRIPTION : The project provides for three breakwaters, totaling 12,850 feet, which fomi the Harbor of 
Refuge. The project also provides for a 15-foot entrance channel into Point Judith Pond, which serves the 
Ports of Galilee and Jerusalem, a 1 0-foot anchorage area just inside the entrance channel, 6-foot 
channels in the vicinity of Wakefield and at the upper end of Point Judith Pond, and a 6-foot anchorage 
area at the upper end of the project. Point Judith Pond services Rhode Island's largest commercial fishing 
fleet, and one of the largest commercial fishing ports in New England. The average annual catch in Point 
Judith is 63,000 tons with a value of over $300 million. The Point Judith Harbor houses the Point Judith 
Coast Guard station that is responsible for search and rescue operations in Rhode Island Sound and 
southern New England. The project also provides mainland access tor the ferry service that supplies the 
bulk of the commercial cargo to the subsistence port on Block Island. The project was completed in 1977 
and last maintained in FY 2009. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA : 

Breakwater 

Evaluation 

Maintenance 

Dredoina 

Estimated Federal Cost 

270,000 

3,286,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 

0 

0 

Cash 

(0) 

(0) 

Other 

(0) 

(0) 

Total Estimated Project Cost 

270,000 

3,286,000 

Allocation thru FY 2008 

187,000 

1,799,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 

0 

1,288,000 

Recovery Act Allocations to Date 

0 

0 

Allocation for FY 2010 

83,000 

199,000 

Balance to Complete After FY 201 0 

0 

0 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 

N/A 

N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : FY 201 0 funds are being used to evaluate the condition of the breakwaters and 
complete dredging of the entrance channel. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : Complete breakwater evaluation and entrance 
channel dredging in FY 2010. 

OTHER INFORMATION : None. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Senators Reed (Rl) & Whitehouse (Rl), Representative Langevin (RI-2) 
DISTRICT : New England District. 
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FACT SHEET 
Operation and Maintenance 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS PROGRAM : Navigation 

PROJECT/ STUDY NAME : Portsmouth Harbor and Piscataqua River, New Hampshire and Maine 

AUTHORIZATION : Project was originally adopted in 1879 and subsequently modified by the Rivers and 
Harbors Acts of 1890, 1954 and 1962. Widening of the project was authorized under Section 202 of the 
Water Resources Development Act of 1986, 

LOCATION: Portsmouth Harbor is located at the mouth of the Piscataqua River along the state boundary 
between Maine and New Hampshire. The harbor lies about 45 miies northeast of Boston Harbor, 
Massachusetts and 37 miles southwest of Portland Harbor, Maine. 

DESCRIPTION : The project provides for about 6 miles of tidewater channel, 35 feet deep and 400 to 
1 ,000 feet wide, extending from deep water at the entrance of the harbor up the Piscataqua River. 
Maintenance dredging of the 35-foot channel near the fomter Simplex Wire and Cable Company, referred 
to as the “Simplex Shoal”, is required every 5 to 7 years and typically involves a small quantity of dean 
sand and gravel. The Simplex Shoal area was last maintained during November 2000. About 7,900 cubic 
yards of coarse-grained material was removed and placed in a deep area of the river about 3,000 feet 
downstream of the shoal. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA : 
Estimated Federal Cost 
Estimated Non-Federal Cost 
Total Estimated Project Cost 


Maintenance Dredoing 
1,444,000 
0 

1,444,000 


Allocation thru FY 2008 444,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 0 

Recovery Act Allocations to Date 0 

Allocation for FY 2010 470,000 

Balance to Complete After FY 201 0 530,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio Applicable rate (%) N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : FY 201 0 funds, along with FY 2009 carry-in funds of $436,000, are not sufficient to 
advertise and award a fully funded contract and perform maintenance dredging in the area of the Simplex 
Shoal. A small portion of these funds are being used to update the environmental assessment, monitor 
shoaling and continue project management and coordination. 


EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : Complete maintenance dredging in FY 201 1 . 


OTHER INFORMATION : Dredged material disposal alternatives were evaluated in an Environmental 
Assessment prepared for the 2000 maintenance dredging work. The in-river sites were found to be the 
least cost, environmentally suitable alternative for the dispr^sal of the dredged material. The project lies on 
the Maine-New Hampshire border and requires regulatory approvals from both states. The State of New 
Hampshire has previously raised environmental concerns with use of the in-river sites and that use of in- 
river disposal sites increases maintenance frequency. Histrxical information does not support this 
position. 


CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST: Senators Shaheen (NH) and Judd (NH), and Representative Shea- 
Porter (NH-1) 


DISTRICT : New England District. 
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FACT SHEET 

Operation and Maintenance 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS PROGRAM : Navigation 

PROJECT/ STUDY NAME: Providence Harbor Shipping Channel, Rhode Island 

AUTHORIZATION : Project was authorized by Section 509 (a) (7) of the Water Resources Development 
Act of 1996 (P.L 104-303) 

LOCATION : The Providence Harbor Shipping Channel is located in downtown Providence, Rhode Island 
along the Providence River just upstream of the Fox Point Hurricane Barrier. 

DESCRIPTION : The existing Providence River deep-draft navigation project provides for a channel 1 6.8 
miles long and 40 feet deep, generally 600 feet wide from deep water in Narragansett Bay just south of 
Prudence Island Light to the turn below Field Point at Providence, thence up to 1 ,700 feet wide to Fox 
Point. The existing 40-foot channel was completed in January 1976, with maintenance dredging last 
completed in 2007. WRDA 1996 authorized maintenance of the shallow upper reach of the Providence 
River extending from the Fox Point Hurricane Barrier upstream about 1 .3 miles to the vicinity of the 
Francis Street Bridge subject to economic and environmental justification. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA : stud' 

Estimated Federal Cost 41 5,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 0 

Cash (0) 

Other (0) 

Total Estimated Project Cost 415,000 

Allocation thru FY 2008 0 

Allocation for FY 2009 272,000 

Recovery Act Allocations to Date 0 

Allocation for FY 201 0 143,000 

Balance to Complete After FY 201 0 0 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : FY 201 0 funds are being used to complete testing of the proposed dredged 
material, develop dredging and disposal alternatives and conduct economic and environmental analysis's 
as required by the authorization. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : Complete study in FY 2010. 

OTHER INFORMATION : The upper river is shallow with very restrictive height limits under several bridge 
crossings. This portion of the river contains minimal commercial navigation traffic. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Senators Reed (Rl) and Whitehouse (Rl), and Representatives Kennedy 
(RI-1) and Langevin (RI-2) 

DISTRICT: New England District. 
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FACT SHEET 
Operation and Maintenance 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS PROGRAM : Navigation 
PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Salem River, New Jersey 

AUTHORIZATION : The original project was adopted as HD 68-1 10 in 1925. It was modified to current 
project by Water Resources Development Act (WRDA) 1986. 

LOCATION : The waterway extends from the City of Salem, New Jersey westerly 3 miles and empties 
into the Delaware River about 45 miles south of Philadelphia, Pennsylvania. 

DESCRIPTION : The current project is to provide periodic maintenance dredging of an entrance channel 
from the Delaware River to the fixed highway bridge (Route 49) in Salem, New Jersey with dimensions 
ranging from 150 to 250 feet wide and a depth of 16 feet, including a cut-off and a turning basin 
dimensioned at 495 feet by 1000 feet at a depth of 16 feet. 


FY2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA O&M 

Estimated Federal Cost $2,300,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost $0 

Total Estimated Cost $2,300,000 

Allocation thru FY 08 $ 24,000 

Allocation for FY 09 $ 65,000 

ARRA Funding $0 

Allocation for FY 10 $ 99,000 

Balance to Complete After FY 1 0 $2,201 ,000 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Funds will be used to monitor the project. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : N/A 

OTHER INFORMATION : Recent condition surveys have indicated controlling depths at 13.0 feet, limiting 
navigation to less than 70% of the time dependent on high tide, in the authorized 1 6 foot navigation 
channel. The waterway supports two berthing facilities for the Port of Salem, owned by the Salem Port 
Authority and Mid-Atlantic Shipping, annually providing safe transport of over 101,000 tons of various 
commodities to the South Jersey area. This project Is also used as a safe harbor in case of emergencies 
or severe weather conditions. Closure of all facilities would be the direct impact of not completing the 
maintenance dredging. Also a disposal area needs to be secured for future maintenance activity since 
the State of New Jersey will not permit use of the historic open water site located adjacent to the entrance 
channel. Corps-owned Killcohook Disposal Area is being considered for placement of material. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST: Sen. Lautenberg (NJ) and Sen. Menendez (NJ); Rep. Saxton (NJ-3) and 
Rep. Frelinghuysen (NJ-1 1); Rep. Robert Andrews (D NJ-1); Rep. Frank A. LoBiondo (R NJ-2) 

DISTRICT : Philadelphia 
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FACT SHEET 
Operation and Maintenance 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE: Navigation 

PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Somerset County Channels, MD 
AUTHORIZATION: N/A 


LOCATION: N/A 


DESCRIPTION: Funds are directed to maintaining shallow draft navigation projects in 
Somerset County, MD 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA ■ q&h/i 

Estimated Federal Cost $1,000,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost $ g 

Cash $ 0 

Other $ 0 

T otal Estimated Cost $1 ,000,000 

Allocation thru (BY-2) FY 2008 $ 0 

Allocation for (BY-1 ) FY 2009 $ 0 

Recovery Act Allocations To Date $ 0 

Allocation for FY 2010 31,000,000 

Balance to Complete After FY 201 0 $ 0 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @7 % M/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES: Funds are being used to maintain navigation channels that benefit 
Somerset County watermen. Congressional interests have indicated that the maintenance 
dredging of Webster Cove is critical and the top priority in Somerset County. Webster Cove is a 
reach within the authorized Wicomico River, MD. FY 10 funds in the amount of $1 ,000,000 are 
initially scheduled for maintenance dredging of Webster Cove, Any savings from the Webster 
Cove project will be directed to other shoaled navigation projects in Somerset County, such as 
Lower Thorofare and Pocomoke River after consultation with Congressional staffers and 
Somerset County officials. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE - N/A 
OTHER INFORMATION : None 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Congressman Frank Kratovil Jr. (MD-1), Senators Barbara A. 
Mikulski (MD), Benjamin L. Cardin (MD) 

DISTRICT: Baltimore 
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NORTHWESTERN DIVISION 
ENACTED FACT SHEETS 
TABLE OF CONTENTS 

ENACTED PROJECTS NWD-1 

FLOOD AND COASTAL STORM DAMAGE REDUCTION NWD-4 

INVESTIGATIONS NWD-5 

BOULDER CREEK, CO (SOUTH BOULDER CREEK) NWD-6 

BRUSH CREEK, KS NWD-7 

CACHE LAPOUDRE, CO NWD-8 

CENTRALIA, WA (1986 WRDA) NWD-9 

ELLIOTT BAY SEAWALL, WA NWD-1 0 

MANHATTAN, KS NWD-1 1 

MISSOURI RIVER LEVEE SYSTEM UNITS L455 & R460-471, MO & KS... NWD-12 

SKAGIT RIVER, WA NWD-1 3 

UPPER TURKEY CREEK, KS NWD-14 
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RANDOLPH, NE NWD-35 

ROUTE EE BRIDGE, SULLIVAN CITY, MO NWD-36 

SNOQUALMIE RIVER AT SNOQUALMIE, WA NWD-37 

NAVIGATION NWD-38 

INVESTIGATIONS NWD-39 

GRAYS HARBOR, WA NWD^O 


1 February 2010 NWD-2 
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3002 


CONTINUING AUTHORITIES PROGRAM NWD-41 

COLUMBIA RIVER NAVIGATION IMPROVEMENTS, OR NWD-42 

KANSAS RIVER BASIN - REGIONAL SEDIMENT MGMT PLAN NWD-43 

MISSOURI RIVER REGIONAL SEDIMENT MGMT PLAN NWD-44 

SNAKE RIVER REGIONAL SEDIMENT MGMT PLANNING, ID NWD-45 

AQUATIC ECOSYSTEM RESTORATION NWD-46 

INVESTIGATIONS NWD-47 

AMAZ ON CREEK, OR ; NWD-48 

CHEHALIS RIVER BASIN, WA NWD-49 

JAMES RIVER, SD AND ND NWD-50 

MISSOURI RIVER, ND, MT, SD, NE, lA, KS, MO (MRIRP) NWD-51 

PUYALL UP RIVER, WA NWD-52 

SKOKOMISH RIVER BASIN, WA NWD-53 

STILLAGUAMISH RIVER BASIN, WA NWD-54 

WALLA WALLA RIVER BASIN, OR AND WA NWD-55 

CONSTRUCTION NWD-56 

FORT PECK CABIN CONVEYANCE, MT NWD-57 

MISSOURI & MIDDLE MISS RIVERS ENHANCEMENT, MO NWD-58 

MISSOURI RIVER RESTORATION, ND NWD-59 

PUGET SOUND & ADJACENT WATERS RESTORATION, WA NWD-60 

CONTINUING AUTHORITIES PROGRAM NWD-61 

BEAVER CREEK, OR NWD-62 

BLUE VALLEY WETLANDS, JACKSON COUNTY, MO NWD-63 

BOISE RIVER AT EAGLE ISLAND, ID NWD-64 

CHARITON RIVER AND RATHBUN LAKE WATERSHED. lA NWD-65 

DAIRY CREEK, OR NWD-66 

GOOSE CREEK, CO NWD-67 

MAPES CREEK, WA NWD-68 

PRISON FARM SHORELINE HABITAT. ND NWD-69 

TWIN FALLS, lA NWD-70 

TWO RIVERS, WA NWD-71 

UNION SLOUGH, WA NWD-72 

ENVIRONMENTAL INFRASTRUCTURE NWD-73 

CONSTRUCTION NWD-74 

RURAL IDAHO NWD-75 

RURAL MONTANA, MT NWD-76 

OPERATIONS AND MAINTENANCE NWD.77 

CHEYENNE RIVER SIOUX TRIBE, LOWER SIOUX. SD NWD-78 

COLUMBIA RIVER AT BAKER BAY, WA NWD-79 

COLUMBIA RIVER BTW CHINOOK & SAND ISLAND, WA NWD-80 

DEPOE BAY, OR NWD-81 

FRIDAY HARBOR. WA NWD-82 

GRAYS HARBOR & CHEHALIS R - COASTAL MODELING SYSTEM NWD-83 

PORT ORFORD, OR NWD-84 

SKIPANON CHANNEL, OR NWD-85 

TILLAMOOK BAY & BAR. OR NWD-86 


1 February 2010 NWD-3 
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FLOOD AND COASTAL 
STORM DAMAGE 
REDUCTION 


1 February 2010 


NWD-4 


54862B 



3004 


INVESTIGATIONS 


1 February 2010 


NWD-5 
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3005 


FACT SHEET 
INVESTIGATIONS 
Enacted Study 

BUSINESS LINE : Flood Risk Management 

PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Boulder Creek, Colorado (South Boulder Creek Floodplain Project) 

AUTHORIZATION : Boulder Creek Study Resolution, Docket 2717, House Transportation and 
Infrastructure Committee, October 1 , 2003 

LOCATION : The project is located 25 miles northeast of Denver, Colorado, is 47 miles in length 
and flows through the City of Boulder into the South Platte River. 

DESCRIPTION : The study purposes are flood damage reduction and ecosystem restoration 
along South Boulder Creek. The city of Boulder is subject to flash flooding from Boulder Creek 
and its tributaries, including South Boulder Creek and the potential for loss of life is significant. 
South Boulder Creek is a major fork that passes through the southeastern edge of Boulder and 
joins Boulder Creek east of Boulder. 


FY2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA Reconnaissance 

Estimated Federal Cost $ 255,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 0 

Cash 0 

Other 0 

Total Estimated Cost $255,000 

Allocation thru FY 2008 $98,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 $75,000 

Recovery Act Allocations To Date 0 

Allocation for FY 201 0 $74,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 $ 8,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% NA 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Funds will be used to prepare the Project Management Plan (PMP) and 
execute the Feasibility Cost Sharing Agreement. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : Reconnaissance. 2011 
OTHER INFORMATION : None 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Senator Mark Udall (CO), Senator Michael Bennet (CO); 
Representative Jared Polls (CO-02) 

DISTRICT: Omaha 


1 February 2010 
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3006 


FACT SHEET 
INVESTIGATIONS 
Enacted Study 

BUSINESS LINE : Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 

PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Brush Creek Basin Study, Johnson County, Kansas and Jackson 
County, Missouri 

AUTHORIZATION : Authorized by Resolution of the House Committee on Transportation and 
Infrastructure, July 24, 2002, Docket 2698. 

LOCATION : The study area is the Brush Creek Basin in Johnson County, Kansas and Kansas 
City, Missouri, and includes areas of Jackson County, Missouri. 

DESCRIPTION : This is a multipurpose watershed study and will examine measures to address 
flood risks, as compatible with opportunities to improve environment quality and compatible 
recreation with significant collaboration among agencies. The reconnaissance phase is 
compiete and the Feasibility Cost Sharing Agreement was signed August 2005. 


FY2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA Feasibility 

Estimated Federal Cost $1 ,048,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost $930,000 

Cash $930,000 

Other so 

Total Estimated Cost $1 ,978,000 

Allocation thru 2008 $544,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 $262,000 

Recovery Act Allocations T o Date $0 

Allocation for FY 2010 $217,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 $25,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Continuation of the feasibility study with FY 2010 funds used to complete 
inventory planning steps. Flood risks that have a multipurpose opportunity with ecosystem 
restoration mission will be identified and introduced in a public workshop. Plan formulation will 
be conducted on priority watershed sites. Public and agency outreach and coordination will 
initiate plan formulation. A feasibility scoping meeting will be conducted. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : Feasibility, 2012 

OTHER INFORMATION : An amendment to the FCSA was completed in April 2009. This is a 
collaborative study under the watershed approach, evaluating multipurpose benefits in a 
comprehensive and well coordinated bi-state framework. 

CONGRESSIONAL IN TEREST : Senator Bond (MO), Senator Roberts (KS), Congressman 
Cleaver (MO-5), and Congressman Moore (KS-03). 

DISTRICT : Kansas City 


1 February 2010 
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3007 


FACT SHEET 
INVESTIGATIONS 
Enacted Study 

BUSINESS LINE : Flood Risk Management 

PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Cache la Poudre River at Greeley, CO (Cache la Poudre Flood 
Damage Reduction) 

AUTHORIZATION : House resolution adopted July 29, 1971. 

LOCATION : The study area includes the flood plain of the Cache la Poudre River from the 
confluence of the South Platte River, upstream approximately 17 miles, and includes the City of 
Greeley. 

DESCRIPTION : The purpose of the study is primarily flood damage reduction, and secondarily, 
ecosystem restoration in the river corridor. Solutions to alleviate flooding may include channel 
improvements, acquiring floodway corridor areas, relocations, and creating over-bank open 
space floodplain storage areas. 


FY2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA Feasibility 

Estimated Federal Cost $1,215,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost $1 ,21 5,000 

Cash $985,000 

Other $230,000 

Total Estimated Cost $2,430,000 

Allocation thru FY 2008 $778,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 $3,000 

Recovery Act Allocations To Date 0 

Allocation for FY 2010 $45,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 $ 389,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% NA 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Funds will be used to continue with the feasibility phase. 
EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : Feasibility, 2012 
OTHER INFORMATION : None 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Senator Mark Udall (CO), Senator Michael Bennet (CO); 
Representative Elizabeth Markey (CO-04) 

DISTRICT: Omaha 


1 Febaiary 2010 
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3008 


FACT SHEET 
INVESTIGATIONS 
Enacted Study 

BUSINESS LINE : Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 
PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Centralia, Washington 

AUTHORIZATION : Section 401a of the Water Resources Development Act (WRDA) 1986 (PL 
99-662) & Section 1001(46) WRDA 2007 (PL 110-114-NOV. 8 2007 121 STAT. 1041) 

LOCATION : The project area is located 80 miles south of Seattle in Lewis County and includes 
the communities of Centralia and Chehalis. 

DESCRIPTION : The WRDA 2007 authorized design and construction of the recommended 
project, per the Chiefs Report, that includes setback levees along the Chehalis and 
Skookumchuck Rivers and modifications of the Skookumchuck Dam. The project will provide 
flood damage reduction in the Chehalis Basin, in vicinity of cites of Centralia and Chehalis. 
Reconnaissance phase and feasibility phase are complete. PED phase started June 2008. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA PED 

Estimated Federal Cost 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 

Cash $1,600,000 

Other $3,400,000 

Total Estimated Cost 


FY 2010 

$ 15 , 000 '^ 
$5,000,000 


$ 20,000,000 


Allocation thru 2008 $ 8,001 ,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 $1,147,000 

Recovery Act Allocation to Date 0 

Allocation for FY 201 0 $672,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 $5,180,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @7 % 1,3 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : The Design Agreement, the integral Determination Report will be 
completed, the environmental mitigation, the Project Management Plan rework, and Post 
Authorization Change Report will be continued. 


EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : PED, 2011 

OTHER INFORMATION : Governor Gregoire has expressed strong support of the project for 
Washington State. The latest major flooding occurred in early 2009 causing closure of 1-5 for 2 
days, this also occurred in late 2007 causing the closure of 1-5 for 4 days, the main route 
between Seattle and Portland. The closure caused rerouting of traffic and loss of commerce. 
Currently, the budget and schedule to complete PED is being negotiated with local sponsor. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Representatives Brian Baird (WA-03); Senators Patty Murray 
(D-WA) and Maria Cantwell (D-WA). 

DISTRICT: Seattle 


1 February 2010 
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3009 


FACT SHEET 
INVESTIGATIONS 
Enacted Study 

BUSINESS LINE : Flood and Coastal Stonri Damage Reduction 
PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Elliott Bay Seawall, Washington 

AUTHORIZATION : Section 209 of the Flood Control Act of 1962 (PL 84-874). Study Resolution, 
Docket 2704, Committee on Transportation and Infrastmcture, U.S. House of Representatives, dated 
25 Sep 2002; and Committee Resolution, Committee on Environment and Public Works, U.S. 
Senate, dated 26 Sep 2002. 

LOCATION : Elliott Bay is the portion of Puget Sound directly adjacent to downtown Seattle, in King 
County, western Washington. 

DESCRIPTION : The project will study the feasibility and federal interest in protecting the Seattle 
waterfront from erosion and tidal damages. The Reconnaissance phase is complete and the 
Feasibility Cost Sharing Agreement was signed October 2001 . 


FY 2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA Feasibil tty 

Estimated Federal Cost $ 4,759,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost $4,759,000 

Cash 0 

Other $ 4,759,000 

Total Estimated Costs 9,518,000 

Allocation thru 2008 $ 2,074,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 $528,000 

Recovery Act Allocation to Date 0 

Allocation for FY 2010 $462,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 201 0 $ 1 ,695,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7 % N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Continue the feasibility study, witti tasks including plan formulation and 
economic studies, preliminary saeening of alternatives, and environmental coordination. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : Feasibility, 2012 

OTHER INFORMATION : The Elliott Bay Seawall was constmcted in 1 91 1 with non-Federal 
resources. The seawall provides storni damage protection and support for the City of Seattle 
waterfront, north/south automobile and railroad corridors, and tecilities for the many ships that utilize 
the Port of Seattle. The seawall is an aging stoicture that has suftered significant damage over the 
years through a combination of erosion, material decomposition, and most recently the 2001 
Nisqually earthquake. There is increasing evidence that large portions of the seawall may not be 
able to withstand any further deterioration from storms or another large earthquake. Complete 
replacement of the seawall will likely be necessary. Legislation in the Water Resources Development 
Act (WRDA) 2007 allowed for the consideration of seismic damages. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Representatives Jim McDermott (WA-07) and Norm Dicks (WA- 
06), Senators Patty Murray (D-WA) and Maria Cantwell (D-WA). 

DISTRICT: Seattle 


1 February 2010 
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FACT SHEET 
INVESTIGATIONS 
Enacted Study 

BUSINESS LINE : Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 

PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Manhattan, Kansas 

AUTHORIZATION : Section 216 of the Flood Control Act of 1 970. 

LOCATION : The city of Manhattan, Kansas, and an unincorporated area of Pottawatomie 
County, Kansas, located northwest of the confluence of the Big Blue and the Kansas Rivers, 
just downstream from Tuttle Creek Lake. 

DESCRIPTION : The project is a reevaluation of the existing levee in the floodplain of both 
rivers with 29,000 feet of levee, 4,000 feet of channel improvement on the Kansas River, relief 
wells and two pumping plants, protecting 1,500 homes, 500 businesses and public facilities with 
estimated investment value at over $600 million. Alternative plans will evaluate measures to 
improve levee reliability. Reconnaissance phase is complete and the Feasibility Cost Sharing 
Agreement signed November 2005. 


FY2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA Feasibillitv 

Estimated Federal Cost $957,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost $957,000 

Cash $957,000 

Other $0 

Total Estimated Cost $2,086,000 

Allocation thru 2008 $342,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 $96,000 

Recovery Act Allocations To Date $0 

Allocation for FY 2010 $134,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 $556,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES: Continuation of feasibility study with development of engineering 
analysis of existing conditions and quality review in the areas of Hydraulics and Hydrology 
(H&H), civil, and utilities. Existing conditions documentation of the project area will continue 
with initiation of an economics inventory survey and an environmental conditions updates. Risk 
communication and collaboration with Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) will 
continue. Early formulation may proceed with sponsor buy-in. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : Feasibility, 2013 

OTHER INFORMATION : There are no authorization, cost of study, or scope changes of the 
study to date. Observations in the 1993 flood raised concerns about the ability of the levee to 
meet its authorized level of performance. 

CONGRESSIONAL I NTEREST : Senator Roberts (KS), Senator Brownback (KS), and 
Congresswoman Jenkins (KS-02). 

DISTRICT : Kansas City 


1 February 2010 
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3011 


FACT SHEET 
INVESTIGATIONS 
Enacted Study 

BUSINESS LINE : Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 

PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Missouri River Levee System (MRLS) Units L-455 and R 471-460, 
Missouri and Kansas 

AUTHORIZATION : The proposed work is within the authority of the Chief of Engineers under 
Correction of Design Deficiency, and new authority is not required for this project, 

LOCATION : The study area includes the flood plain along the Missouri River in the vicinity of 
St. Joseph, MO, in Buchanan County, MO, and Doniphan County, KS. Within the study area lie 
the cities of St. Joseph, MO, and Elwood and Wathena, KS, as well as the Rosecrans Memorial 
Airport and Missouri Air National Guard Base. 

DESCRIPTION : Unit L-455, protecting St. Joseph, MO, is 15.6 miles long and averages 13 feet 
high. Unit R471-460, protecting Elwood and Wathena, KS, and Rosecrans Airport/National 
Guard Base, is 13.8 miles long and averages 15 foot high. The approved feasibility study 
recommends raising R471-up to 3 feet, and a minor raise to L-455, for a total cost of 
$33,696,000 (FY 2008 prices). Reconnaissance and Feasibility phases are complete. PED 
phase started September 2009. 


FY 2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA PED 

Estimated Federal Cost $2,051 ,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost $683,000 

Cash $683,000 

Other $0 

Total Estimated Cost $2,734,000 

Allocation thru 2008 $291 ,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 $406,000 

Recovery Act Allocations To Date $0 

Allocation for FY 2010 $291,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 $1 ,063,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 2.5 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES: The FY10 allocation and prior year carry over funding will be used to 
continue the PED phase. This will include surveys ($220,000), site and structural assessments 
($60,000), and maintain public / agency communications ($20,000). 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : PED, 2013 

OTHER INFORMATION : Currently, the R471-460 unit has been decertified. This project will 
raise and improve the levee system to reliably pass the base (1 percent ) flood and allow for 
certification. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Senator Bond (MO), Senator Roberts (KS), and Representative 
Graves (MO-6), Representative Jenkins (KS-02). 

DISTRICT : Kansas City 


1 February 2010 
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3012 


FACT SHEET 
INVESTIGATIONS 
Enacted Study 

BUSINESS LINE : Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 
PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Skagit River, Washington 

AUTHORIZATION : Section 209 of the Flood Control Act (FCA) of 1962 (PL 84-874). 

LOCATION : The study area is located 60 miles north of Seattle in the Skagit River Basin, and 
includes the cities of Mount Vernon, Burlington and Sedro-Woolley in Skagit County, 
Washington. 

DESCRIPTION : The purpose of the project is to investigate and recommend solutions to 
provide flood risk reduction to urban and rural communities in Skagit County. Flood risk 
reduction alternatives being examined include levees, diversion channels, additional flood 
control storage at five existing non-Federal dams, nonstructural measures, and off-channel 
storage. Ancillary purpose of ecosystem restoration will analyze opportunities to add ecosystem 
restoration features to flood risk resolution alternatives. Reconnaissance phase is complete and 
the Feasibility Cost Sharing Agreement was signed July 1997. 


FY2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA Feasibility 

Estimated Federal Cost $7,613,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost $7,613,000 

Cash $li279i000 

Other $6,334,000 

Total Estimated Cost $15,226,000 

Allocation thru 2008 $4,141,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 $458,000 

Recovery Act Allocation to Date $308!000 

Allocation for FY 2010 $359,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 201 0 $2,347,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @7 % N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : The work plan for FY10 will formulate the project range of alternatives. 
Develop significant and substantive progress with tangible alternatives, with a holistic approach 
to flood risk reduction with environmental restoration features. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : Feasibility, 2013 

OTHER INFORMATION : Recommended projects will include ecosystem restoration features. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Representatives Rick Larsen (WA-02) and Norm Dicks (WA- 
06), and Senators Patty Murray (D-WA) and Maria Cantwell (D-WA). 

DISTRICT: Seattle 


1 February 2010 
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3013 


FACT SHEET 
INVESTIGATIONS 
Enacted Study 

BUSINESS LINE : Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 

PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Upper Turkey Creek Basin Study, Johnson and Wyandotte 
Counties, Kansas 

AUTHORIZATION : Resolution of the Committee on Transportation and Infrastructure, U.S. 
House of Representatives, adopted February 16, 2000, Docket 2616. 

LOCATION : The study area is 20 square miles in Wyandotte and Johnson, including the cities 
of Merriam, Kansas City, and other cities upstream of the authorized Turkey Creek construction 
in the lower basin. A small portion of the area includes the Merriam Drainage District. 

DESCRIPTION : The study examines the 15-mile upper segment of the urbanized basin and will 
address flood risks, including compatible measures that address basin environmental quality. 
Reconnaissance and feasibility phases are complete. 


FY2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA PEP 

Estimated Federal Cost $ 1,500,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost $500,000 

Cash $500,000 

Other $0 

Total Estimated Cost $2,000,000 

Allocation thru 2008 $70,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 $0 

Recovery Act Allocations To Date $0 

Allocation for FY 201 0 $90,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 $1,340,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio Applicable rate (7%) 1 .5 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Feasibility study continues with refinement of the screening-level 
alternatives in 2010 and plan selection. Continue draft report preparation and initiate Agency 
Technical Review (ATR). Conduct public involvement and stakeholder and agency outreach 
and cooperation. We anticipate the project will not initiate PED activities in 2010. There is a 
possibility that the feasibility study cost will increase due to long term incremental funding 
impacts and other factors, in which case the PED Investigation funds will be utilized to fund the 
remaining feasibility study cost. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : PED, 2014 

OTHER INFORMATION : The Feasibility Cost Sharing Agreement was signed with the City of 
Memam, Kansas in 2002, No changes to the study authorization or cost to date, but may be 
necessary in 2010, 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Senator Roberts (KS), and Congressman Moore (KS-03). 
DISTRICT : Kansas City 


1 February 2010 
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3014 


FACT SHEET 
INVESTIGATIONS 
Enacted Study 

BUSINESS LINE : Flood Risk Management 

PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Watertown & Vicinity, South Dakota 

AUTHORIZATION : House Document Numbered 133, Eighty-fourth Congress. 

LOCATION : The study area is Watertown and Vicinity, which is located in Codington County, 
South Dakota In the northeastern part of the state. 

DESCRIPTION : The Watertown area has experienced eight major floods since 1943, averaging 
a major flood approximately every eight years. Watertown’s susceptibility to flood damages has 
increased over time as the City has grown and development has increased around nearby 
Lakes Kampeska and Pelican. The feasibility report recommended construction of a dry dam 
on the Big Sioux River near the confluence of Mahoney Creek at an estimated construction cost 
of $16.6 million. A recent value engineering study estimated the current constmction cost at 
$33.6 million. PED phase started in 1994. 


FY2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA PED 

Estimated Federal Cost $ 2,237,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 0 

Cash 0 

Other 0 

Total Estimated Cost $2,237,000 

Allocation thm FY 2008 $1,568,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 $31 1 ,000 

Recovery Act Allocations To Date 0 

Allocation for FY 2010 $359,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 $ 0 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Funds will be used for completion of Alternatives Analysis and to 
prepare for the Alternatives Review Conference and Alternative Formulation Briefing. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : PED, 2014 

OTHER INFORMATION : None 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Senator Tim Johnson (SD), Senator John Thune (SD); 
Representative Stephanie Herseth-Sandlin (SD-AL) 

DISTRICT: Omaha 


1 February 2010 
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CONSTRUCTION 


1 February 2010 
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FACT SHEET 
CONSTRUCTION 
Enacted Project 

BUSINESS LINE : Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 
PROJECT/STUDY NAME: Antelope Creek. Lincoln. NE 

AUTHORIZATION: Section 101(b)(19) of the Water Resources Development Act of 2000 as 
amended. 

LOCATION: The project is located within the city of Lincoln. NE 

DESCRIPTION: The project will provide flood damage reduction to the city of Lincoln and the 
University of Nebraska-Lincoln campus. The Antelope Creek flood damage reduction project is 
just one piece of the larger Antelope Valley project, which combines flood control, urban 
revitalization and transportation projects. The entire Antelope Valley project is expected to cost 
$238 million and take six to ten years to complete. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA: 
Estimated Federal Cost 
Estimated Non-Federal Cost 
Cash 
Other 

Total Estimated Project Cost 


FY 2010 
Construction 
$34,083,000 

34.083.000 
4,407,000 

30.036.000 
$68,166,000 


Allocations thru FY 2008 23,766,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 4,620,000 

Recovery Act Allocations To Date 0 

Allocation for FY 2010 5,382,000 

Balance to Complete After FY 2010 315,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 1 .34 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Complete Phase 3 construction. Complete Letter of Map Revision 
submittal and approval from FEMA. Complete Real Estate crediting and project closeout. 
Complete Operation and Maintenance Manuals. Reimbursements to Sponsor per the 
provisions of the Project Cooperation Agreement (PCA). 


EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE: 2011 


OTHER INFORMATION: Sec 1 17 of E&WDA of 2010 contained a technical amendment to 
Section 3111 of WRDA 2007 which directs the Secretary to credit toward the non-Federal share 
of the cost of the project the cost of design and construction work carried out by the non-Federal 
interest before, on, or after the date of the partnership agreement 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Rep. Fortenberry (NE-1 ). Senators Nelson (NE) and Johanns 
(NE). 

DISTRICT: Omaha 


1 February 2010 
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FACT SHEET 
CONSTRUCTION 
Enacted Project 

BUSINESS LINE : Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 

PROJECT/STUDY NAME: Big Sioux River & Skunk Creek, Sioux Falls, SD - Continuing 

AUTHORIZATION: WRDA 96, Public Law 104-303 as amended 

LOCATION : Sioux Falls is located on a large bend of the Big Sioux River and at the confluence 
with Skunk Creek in the south half of Minnehaha County in southeastern South Dakota. 

DESCRIPTION: The project is an improvement of an existing project. It will consist of raising 
the levee from the diversion dam to the upstream tie-off, raising the diversion channel levee, 
modifying the chute and stilling basin, raising the diversion dam, raising the levees on Skunk 
Creek, raising Big Sioux levees downstream of Skunk Creek, and providing for bridge 
improvements. 

FY 2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA: Constructio n 


Estimated Federal Cost 

$38,154,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 

15,849,000 

Cash 

4,939,000 

Other 

10,910,000 

Total Estimated Project Cost 

$54,003,000 

Allocations thru FY 2008 

18,698,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 

3,009,000 

Recovery Act Allocations To Date 

0 

Allocation for FY 2010 

1,841,000 

Balance to Complete After FY 2010 

14,606,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 

1.31 

FY 2010 ACTIVITIES: Federal funds alono with soonsor advanced and accelerated fund."! will 
be used to award construction contract for completion of phase 2 which includes dam and levee 

construction. 


EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE: 2012 


OTHER INFORMATION: Sponsor received approval for accelerating and advancing funds in 
December 2008. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST: Senators Thune (SD) and Johnson (SD); Representative 
Herseth Sandlin (SD-AL) 

DISTRICT: Omaha 


1 February 2010 NWD-18 
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3018 


FACT SHEET 
CONSTRUCTION 
Enacted Project 

BUSINESS LINE : Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 

PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Blue River Basin, Kansas City, Missouri 

AUTHORIZATION : Water Resources Development Act of 1996 (PL 104-303). 

LOCATION : The project is located along the left bank of the Blue River from U.S. 71 Highway 
upstream for a distance of about 1-14 miles in Jackson County, Missouri, to the Bannister 
Federal Complex levee. 


DESCRIPTION : The project purpose is flood protection of Dodson Industrial Area and consists 
of a levee and floodwall system 6,790 feet long aannecting the Bannister Road Federal 
Complex levee at the upstream end to the embankment of Bruce R. Watkins Drive on the 


downstream end. 

FY2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA Constructio n 

Estimated Federal Cost $22,492,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 7,497,000 

Cash 1,500,000 

Other 5,997,000 

Total Estimated Project Cost $29,989,000 


Allocation thru 2008 $ 15,779,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 $2,87 1 ,000 

Recovery Act Allocations To Date $0 

Allocation for FY 2010 $709,000 

Balance to Complete After FY 2010 $3,133,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 1 .0 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Funds will be used as follows: $350,000 to perform a Limited 
Reevaluation Study and $359,000 to continue Phase 4 design. Due to sponsor funding issues, 
some funds may be carried over into FY 2011. 


EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE: 2013 


OTHER INFORMATION: The Project Cooperation Agreement (PCA) for this project was 
executed in September 2001 . Based on the current design, the WRDA 86 Sec 902 project cost 
limit is likely to be exceeded. A Post Authorization Change (PAC) report will be prepared in FY 
2010 . 


CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Representative Cleaver (MO-05), Senator Bond (MO). 
DISTRICT : Kansas City 


1 February 2010 


NWD-19 


54862B 



3019 


FACT SHEET 
CONSTRUCTION 
Enacted Project 

BUSINESS LINE : Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 
PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Elk Creek Lake, OR 
AUTHORIZATION : Flood Control Act of 1962, as amended. 

LOCATION : Elk Creek Lake is located in Jackson County, Oregon on Elk Creek, a tributary of 
Rogue River at River Mile 1 .7 approximately 26.5 miles north of the city of Medford. 

DESCRIPTION : Elk Creek Dam was partially completed prior to a court injunction stopping 
construction. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 

FY 2010 
Construction 

Estimated Federal Cost 

$ 117,375,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 

$0 

Cash 

$0 

Other 

$0 

Total Estimated Cost 

$ 117,375,000 

Allocation thru FY 2008 

$ 113,755,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 

$ 3,120,000 

Recovery Act Allocations To Date 

$0 

Allocation for FY 2010 

$472,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 201 0 

TBD 


Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 

FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Close out the construction project and conduct basic O&M 
activities of the notched dam structure. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : Construction phase 
completion FY 2010, 30 Sep 09. Balance to complete will be determined during 
development of the final plan. 

OTHER INFORMATION : Project moves to Operations and Maintenance in FY 201 1 . 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Senators Ron Wyden (OR) and Jeff Merkley (OR); 
Representative Greg Walden (OR-2) 

DISTRICT: Portland 


1 February 2010 


NWD-20 
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3020 


FACT SHEET 
CONSTRUCTION 
Enacted Project 

BUSINESS LINE: Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 

PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Little Wood River, Gooding, Idaho 

AUTHORIZATION : Section 3057 of WRDA 2007, PL 1 10-114. 

LOCATION : This project is located within the city limits of Gooding, Idaho. 

DESCRIPTION : The 1 .8 miles of existing lava rock walls that line Little Wood River are in 
severe disrepair. Design elements of the walls, including narrow bridge abutments and a 
deteriorating lime-based mortar are contributing to a significant loss of structural integrity. 
Failure of the walls threatens bridges, streets, public buildings, residences, and the limited 
environmental habitat. 


FY2010 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA : Constructio n 

Estimated Federal Cost $9,000,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost: $0 

Cash $0 

Other $0 

Total Estimated Project Cost $9,000,000 

Allocation thru FY 2008 $0 

Allocation for FY 2009 $0 

Recovery Act Allocations to Date $0 

Allocation for FY 2010 $100,000 

Balance to Complete After FY 2010 $8,900,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% NA 


FY2010 ACTIVITIES : Funds will be used to develop a project management plan and initiate 
activities consistent with implementation guidance. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE: Phase will complete in FY12. 

OTHER INFORMATION : The channel has exhausted its design life and poses a significant 
flood risk to the community. A reconnaissance study was completed in FYOO that determined a 
federal interest and recommended a feasibility study be completed. The sponsor was not able 
to provide the cost share requirement. WRDA 2007 authorized design and construction of a 
new channel that does not have to be economically justified or cost shared. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Congressman Simpson {ID-2); Senators Crapo and Risch (ID). 

DISTRICT: Walla Walla 


1 February 2010 


NWD-21 
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3021 


FACT SHEET 
CONSTRUCTION 
Enacted Project 

BUSINESS LINE : Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 

PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Missouri River Levee System (MRLS), lA, NE, KA, and MO (L- 
385) 

AUTHORIZATION : Flood Control Acts of 1941 and 1944, as amended. 

LOCATION : The Kansas City District portions of the project reside on either side of the 
Missouri River, from Rulo, Nebraska, about 498 miles, to the mouth near St. Louis, 
Missouri. 


DESCRIPTION : The project is a series of levee units and other appurtenant flood 
protection structures constructed for agricultural lands and small communities. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 
Estimated Federal Cost 
Estimated Non-Federal Cost 
Cash 
Other 

Total Estimated Project Cost 

Allocation thru FY 2008 
Allocation for FY 2009 
Recovery Act Allocations To Date 
Allocation for FY 2010 
Balance to Complete after FY 2010 
Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 


FY 2010 

Constructio n 

$ 57,468,000 
$36,138,000 
$ 22 , 000,000 
$ 14,138,000 
$ 93,606,000 

S 50,468,000 
$ 2,500,000 
$0 

$1,151,000 
$ 3,349,000 
1.1 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Funds will be used to repair the gatewell systems. 
EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE: 2012 


OTHER INFORMATION : Unit L-385 is physically complete. Subsequent to completion of 
construction, design and construction deficiencies were discovered that require corrective 
actions. Section 1 1 1 of the Omnibus Appropriation Act of 2009 provided legislation which 
directed that the corrective actions be accomplished at 100% Federal cost. 

CONGRESSIONAL I NTEREST : Senator Bond (MO), Representatives Graves (MO-06) and 
Akin (MO-02). 


DISTRICT : Kansas City 


1 February 2010 


NWD-22 
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3022 


FACT SHEET 
CONSTRUCTION 
Enacted Project 

BUSINESS LINE : Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 
PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Shoalwater Bay, WA 

AUTHORIZATION : Section 545, Water Resources Development Act (WRDA) 2000, as 
amended by Section 5153, WRDA 2007. 

LOCATION : The Shoalwater Bay Indian Reservation is located on the north shore of Willapa 
Bay in Pacific County 28 miles north of the mouth of the Columbia River. 

DESCRIPTION : The project will protect the Sh oalwater Reservation from coastal erosion and 
storm events that coincide with high tides. The Reservation has a high risk of flooding resulting 
from erosion of the barrier dune that previously protected the area. Severe wint er storms in 
1999, 2006, and 2007 flooded tribal lands and facilities. 


FY2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA Constructs n 

Estimated Federal Cost $13,819,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 0 

Cash 0 

Other 0 

Total Estimated Project Cost $13,819,000 

Allocation thru 2008 $ 3,892,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 100,000 

Recovery Act Allocation to Date 0 

Allocation for FY 2010 2,906,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 $ 6,921,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7 % NA 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Complete plans and specifications, execute a Memorandum of 
Agreement, initiate and complete real estate actions and prepare for construction procurement. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : FY2011 

OTHER INFORMATION : The Shoalwater Tribe remains concerned about delays in project 
implementation. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Representatives Brian Baird (WA-03) and Norm Dicks (WA- 
06); Senators Patty Murray (D-WA) and Maria Cantwell (D-WA). 

DISTRICT: Seattle 


1 February 2010 


NWD-23 
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3023 


FACT SHEET 
CONSTRUCTION 
Enacted Project 

BUSINESS LINE : Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 
PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Swope Park Industrial Area, Kansas City, Missouri 
AUTHORIZATION : Sec 1 001 (29) WRDA 07; P.L 11 0-1 1 4 

LO CATION : The Swope Park Industrial Area is a 50-acre local flood protection project located 
on the left descending bank of the Blue River. The Blue River drains a highly urbanized 272 
square-mile area within the Kansas City metro area. The industrial park is bounded by a Union 
Pacific Railroad track and the Blue River Channel. 


DESCRIPTION : The project consists of a floodwall, levee, an interior drainage system, and 
streambank stabilization. A rolling gate across the only access to the site is designed to close 
during a flood event. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 
Estimated Federal Cost 
Estimated Non-Federal Cost 
Cash 
Other 

Total Estimated Project Cost 


FY 2010 
Construction 
$ 14,993,000 
$8,073,000 
$7,381,000 
$692,000 
$23,066,000 


Allocation thru 2008 $913,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 $638ioOO 

Recovery Act Allocations To Dale $0 

Allocation for FY2010 $1,938,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 $11,504,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 1 .3 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Funds will be used to complete the design including plans, specifications 
and reviews. 


EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : 2012 
OTHER INFORMATION : None. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Senator Bond (MO) and Congressman Cleaver (MO-5). 
DISTRICT : Kansas City 


1 February 2010 
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CONTINUING 
AUTHORITIES PROGRAM 


1 February 2010 
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FACT SHEET 

CONTINUING AUTHORITIES PROGRAM, Section 205 
Enacted Project 

BUSINESS LINE : Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 
PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Blacksnake Creek, St. Joseph, MO 
AUTHORIZATION : Section 205, Flood Control Act of 1948 

LOCATION : The project is located in the northern edge of the city limits of St. Joseph, Missouri 
along St. Joseph Avenue. 

DESCRIPTION : Blacksnake Creek is a left bank tributary of the Missouri River (confluence at river 
mile 449.1 ). Total watershed area is 8.2 square miles. Flash flooding within the Blacksnake Creek 
watershed affects numerous residential, commercial, and industrial properties along St. Joseph 
Avenue. One of the most serious recent floods occurred in 1984 causing several million dollars in 
damages. Heavy rains in 2004 threatened severe flooding in that same corridor. This project will 
develop a comprehensive flood protection project that will reduce flood damages for up to the 1 
percent chance (100-year) flood along St. Joseph Avenue. 

FY 2010 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA Feasibilitv 


D&l Phase 

Estimated Federal Cost 

$ 730,000 

$ 3,640,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 

$ 630,000 

$1,960,000 

Cash 

$ 1,360,000 

$ 5,600,000 

Other 

0 

0 

Total Estimated Cost 

$1,360,000 

$ 5,600,000 

Allocation thru FY 2008 

$ 730,000 

0 

Allocation for FY 2009 

0 

0 

Recovery Act Allocations To Date 

0 

0 

Allocation for FY 201 0 

0 

0 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 

0 

$ 3,640,000 


Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 

FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Funds are being used to continue and complete feasibility study with the goal 
of the final draft report in September 201 0. The study has been delayed by technical issues of 
hydraulic modeling and the coordination with an ongoing city stormwater system study. We will not 
be able to initiate Dl phase until FY 2011. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : Feasibility phase completed November 
2010. Design & Implementation initiated with PPA in January 2011. 

OTHER INFORMATION : The recommendation of the feasibility report will be a detention basin for 
flood damage reduction. The project represents an excellent opportunity for the City of St. Joseph to 
coordinate features to correct combined sewer flows in the area. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Senator Bond, MO, Congressman Graves, (MO-6), Senator 
McCaskill, MO 

DISTRICT : Kansas City 


1 February 2010 


NWD-26 
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3026 


FACT SHEET 

CONTINUING AUTHORITIES PROGRAM, Section 14 
Enacted Project 

BUSINESS LINE : Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 
PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Bridge 617, Worth, Missouri 
AUTHORIZATION : Section 14, Flood Control Act of 1946. 

LOCATION : Bridge 617 Highway Bridge is located over Middle Fork of Grand River at Worth, 
MO in Worth County. 

DESCRIPTION : The project will correct severe and rapid erosion on the Middle Fork of the 
Grand River that is threatening the main Missouri Department of Transportation (MoDOT) 
highway bridge No 617, which is also a critical farm to market road and the main road through 
the town of Worth, MO. 


rr iiuiu 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 

Feasibilitv 

D&l Phase 

Estimated Federal Cost 

$ 100,000 

$ 455,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 

0 

$ 245,000 

Cash 

0 

$ 245,000 

Other 

0 

0 

Total Estimated Cost 

$ 100,000 

$ 700,000 

Allocation thru FY 2008 

$ 24,000 

0 

Allocation for FY 2009 

$ 76,000 

0 

Recovery Act Allocations To Date 

0 

0 

Allocation for FY 2010 

0 

$ 65,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 

0 

$ 390,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 

N/A 

N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Complete feasibility phase, negotiate and sign the Project Partnership 
Agreement (PPA) and initiate design of plans and specifications. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : Feasibility phase completion in 
2010 . 

OTHER INFORMATION : Erosion is progressing very rapidly and delay of construction past 
201 1 would be an undue risk to the highway bridge. 

CONGRESSIONAL IN TEREST : Congressman Graves, MO-6, Senator Bo nd. Senator 
McCaskill. 

DISTRICT : Kansas City 


1 February 2010 
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FACT SHEET 

CONTINUING AUTHORITIES PROGRAM, Section 205 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS LINE : Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 
PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Concordia, Kansas 
AUTHORIZATION : Section 205, Flood Control Act of 1948 

LOCATION : The project is located in Northeastern Kansas in Cloud County along Interstate Hwy 
81, and is the County Seat. 

DESCRIPTION : Concordia has a flood hazard with potential for high loss of life and property 
damage exists due to the deteriorated condition of an old earth fill embankment on an unnamed 
tributary on the south side of the City. This embankment was breached as a result of heavy rainfall 
in April of 1950 and flood waters devastated the downtown business district. The embankment acts 
as a detention dam. It was rebuilt and has subsequently been subjected to several high water 
events over the years. During the 1993 flood, the embankment was close to being overtopped and 
evacuation of homes immediately downstream was recommended. The condition of the 
embankment has further degraded over time. There currently is a housing development immediately 
downstream of the embankment, and the downtown business district is also downstream. There 
have been several high intensity and large volume rainfall events passing near Concordia in recent 
years, raising concerns regarding the risk to life and property. The embankment needs to be 
reconstructed as a flood protection project to current design standards. 


FY2010 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 

Feasibility 

D&l Phase 

Estimated Federal Cost 

$ 

300,000 

$ 1,723,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 

$ 

200,000 

$ 928,000 

Cash 

$ 

500,000 

$2,651,000 

Other 


0 

0 

Total Estimated Cost 

$ 

500,000 

$2,651,000 

Allocation thru FY 2008 


0 

0 

Allocation for FY 2009 

$ 

100,000 

0 

Recovery Act Allocations To Date 


0 

0 

Allocation for FY 2010 

$ 

200,000 

0 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 


0 

$2,651,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 


N/A 

N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Funds are being used to complete feasibility study. We will sign a feasibility 
cost sharing agreement in February 2010 and progress the feasibility toward a goal for completion in 
2011 . 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : Feasibility study June 201 1 . 

OTHER INFORMATION : Feasibility phase will evaluate alternatives for flood damage reduction, 
with associated upstream habitat restoration benefits. There is good likelihood for a feasible project 
involving detention structures. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Senator Roberts, KS, Senator Brownback, KS, and Representative 
Moran, (KS-01) 

DISTRICT : Kansas City 


1 February 2010 


NWD-28 
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3028 


FACT SHEET 

CONTINUING AUTHORITIES PROGRAM, Section 205 
Enacted Project 

BUSINESS LINE : Flood and Coastal Flood Damage Reduction 
PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Coppei Creek, WA. 

AUTHORIZATION : Section 205, Flood Control Act of 1948, as amended. 

LOCATION : Coppei Creek is located near Waitsburg, Washington. 

DESCRIPTION : Coppei Creek located near Waitsburg, Washington, flooded in 1996, causing 
substantial property damage to the City of Waitsburg. Project includes a combination of levees 
and floodwalls on the Creek right bank with the City of Waitsburg as the project sponsor. 
Washington State Department of Transportation has replaced the SR 12/666 Bridge over 
Coppei Creek. 


FY 2010 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 

Feasibilitv 

D&l Phase 

Estimated Federal Cost 

$ 144,000 

$,150,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 

0 

$ 696,800 

Cash 

0 

0 

Other 

0 

$ 696,800 

Total Estimated Cost 

$ 144,000 

$1,846,800 

Allocation thru FY 2008 

$ 144,000 

$ 249,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 

0 

$ 100,000 

Recovery Act Allocations To Date 

0 

0 

Allocation for FY 2010 

0 

$ 200,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 

0 

$ 601,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 

N/A 

TBD 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : The sponsor has proposed an alternative different than the alternative 
approved by the Corps’ feasibility report. The proposed alternative and phased construction 
approach will be evaluated to determine if the sponsor’s plan is acceptable as the 
recommended plan, and determine if each phase has a benefit cost ratio greater than 1 . 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : D&l Phase is scheduled to 
complete 2012. 

OTHER INFORMATION : 2010 allocation is dependent on the sponsor signing a Project 
Partnership Agreement (PPA). 

CONGRESSIONAL I NTEREST : Congresswoman Me Morris (WA-5); Senators Murray and 
Cantwell (WA). 

DISTRICT : Walla Walla 


1 February 2010 
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FACT SHEET 

CONTINUING AUTHORITIES PROGRAM, Section 205 
Enacted Project 

BUSINESS LINE : Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 
PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Crosscreek, Rossvilte, Kansas 
AUTHORIZATION : Section 205, Flood Control Act of 1948. 

LOCATION : The project is located on the Kansas River floodplain along Cross Creek in 
Northwestern Shawnee County, about 18 miles northwest of Topeka on Highway 24. 

DESCRIPTION : Cross Creek flows on the west side of town and is tributary to the Kansas 
River. Rossville experiences frequent flooding from the 178 square miles of drainage area 
upstream of the city. Severe flooding has occurred in 1951, 1973, 1982, and 1987, and 2005. 
This project will evaluate alternatives for flood damage reduction with the likely recommendation 
of a levee and/or channel modification to protect the city. 


FY2010 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA Feasibilitv 



D&l 

Phase 

Estimated Federal Cost 

$ 

300,000 

$5,331,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 

$ 

200,000 

$2,871,000 

Cash 

$ 

0 

$ 

0 

Other 

$ 

0 

$ 

0 

Total Estimated Cost 

$ 

500,000 

$8,202,000 

Allocation thru FY 2008 

$ 

100,000 

$ 

0 

Allocation for FY 2009 

$ 

0 

$ 

0 

Recovery Act Allocations To Date 

$ 

0 

$ 

0 

Allocation for FY 2010 

$ 

40,000 

$ 

0 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 

$ 

160,000 

$ 

0 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 


N/A 


N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Complete preliminary assessment and prepare for cost shared feasibility 
study if appropriate. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : Feasibility 2012. 

OTHER INFORMATION : The 1982 event was the flood of record, inundating approximately 
250 residences, causing millions of dollars in damages to 90 percent of the town. On October 
2, 2005, a severe thunderstorm complex dropped 6-10 inches of precipitation very rapidly over 
the Cross Creek basin. This caused floodwaters to overflow into the city inundating at least 100 
homes, the grade school, the business district, and east side residential area north of Highway 
24. Left unprotected, the flood damage risk for the city of Rossville will remain very high. 

The City and community are very supportive of developing and constructing a Corps flood 
protection project. A previous Corps of Engineers study completed in 1994 will be very helpful in 
completing the feasibility study in a more expeditious manner. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Representative Jenkins (KS-2), Senator Brownback, (KS), and 
Senator Roberts (KS) 

DISTRICT : Kansas City 


1 February 2010 
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3030 


FACT SHEET 

CONTINUING AUTHORITIES PROGRAM. Section 206 
Enacted Project 


BUSINESS LINE: Environment 

PROJECT NAME AND STATE: Dam Break Early Warning System, Silverton, OR 

AUTHORIZATION: Section 205 of the Flood Control Act of 1948, as amended. 

LOCATION: Silver Creek Dam is located 2 miles from the City of Silverton in Oregon. It stores 
approximately 1 ,300 acre-feet of water and would cause extensive flooding and loss of life in the 
downtown area in the event of a breach. 


DISCRIPTION: Provide an early warning detection and notification system to increase the time 
residents have to evacuate and thereby reducing the risk of loss of life and reducing some 
portion of damage to property and vehicles. 


FY 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA : 
Estimated Federal Cost 
Estimated Non-Federal Cost 
Cash 
Other 

Total Estimated Project Cost 

Allocation thru FY 2008 
Allocation for FY 2009 
Recovery Act Allocations to Date 
Allocation for FY 2010 
Balance to Complete After FY 2010 
Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 

FY 2010 ACTIVITIES: Complete D&l 


Feasibility 

$100,000 

0 

0 

$100,000 

$100,000 

0 

0 

0 

0 

N/A 


2010 

D & I Phase 
$539,000 
$291,000 

$291,000 

$830,000 

0 

0 

0 

$539,000 

0 

N/A 


EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE: D&l, 2010 


OTHER INFORMATION: None 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Senators Ron Wyden (OR) and Jeff Merkley (OR); 
Representative Kurt Schrader (OR-5). 

DISTRICT: Portland 


1 February 2010 
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3031 


FACT SHEET 

CONTINUING AUTHORITIES PROGRAM, Section 205 
Enacted Study 

BUSINESS LINE : Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 
PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Eureka Creek, Manhattan, Kansas 
AUTHORIZATION : Section 205, Flood Control Act of 1948 

LOCATION : The project is located at the Manhattan Regional Airport approximately 5 miles 
southwest of the City of Manhattan, Kansas. 

DESCRIPTION : Eureka Creek is a left bank tributary of the Kansas River. The total watershed 
area is approximately 5 square miles, about half of which lies within the Fort Riley Military 
Reservation. A large portion of the Manhattan Regional Airport is subject to damages from 
recurring flooding on Eureka Creek, Damages affect the airport facilities and the infrastructure 
including utilities. Additionally, flooding causes damages to nearby residential areas and 
commercial development along Kansas Highway (K-18). The study will evaluate plans for 
detention and diversion structures on Eureka Creek to alleviate flooding. The airport is a 
potential power projection platform to support the adjacent Fort Riley Army installation in its 
Mure expanded mission. 


FY 2010 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 


Feasibilitv 

D&l Phase 

Estimated Federal Cost 

$ 

400,000 

$ 3,153,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 

$ 

300,000 

$ 1,697,000 

Cash 

$ 

660,000 

$ 4,805,000 

Other 

$ 

40,000 

0 

Total Estimated Cost 

$ 

700,000 

$ 4,805,000 

Allocation thru FY 2008 

$ 

319,000 

0 

Allocation for FY 2009 

$ 

44,000 

$ 50,000 

Recovery Act Allocations To Date 


0 

0 

Allocation for FY 2010 


0 

0 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 

$ 

37,000 

$ 3,103,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 


N/A 

N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : We will complete the draft report in September 2010, and will initiate Dl 
phase in January 2011. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : Feasibility phase December 2010. 

OTHER INFORMATION : Other ongoing studies include an improvement study for the 
Manhattan Airport by the City and the FAA, and a transportation study for the adjacent K-18 
highway by the Kansas Department of Transportation. These studies will rely very heavily on 
this feasibility study for necessary flood damage reduction modifications to Eureka Creek that 
will benefit their projects. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Senator Roberts, KS, Senator Brownback, KS, and 
Representative Moran, (KS-01) 

DISTRICT : Kansas City 


1 February 2010 
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3032 


FACT SHEET 

CONTINUING AUTHORITIES PROGRAM. Section 14 
Enacted Project 

BUSINESS LINE : Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 
PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Platte River Bridge, Conception, Missouri 
AUTHORIZATION : Section 14, Flood Control Act of 1946. 

LOCATION : The project is located at the City of Conception in Northwestern Missouri, in 
Nodaway County on the Platte River. 

DESCRIPTION : Severe bank erosion of the Platte River over an 800 foot length is threatening 
to undermine and cut off access to the major concrete county bridge at Conception, Missouri. 


FY 2010 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 

Feasibilitv 

D&l Phase 

Estimated Federal Cost 

$ 

27,000 

$ 

349,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 


0 

$ 

187,000 

Cash 


0 


0 

Other 


0 


0 

Total Estimated Cost 

$ 

27,000 

$ 

536,000 

Allocation thru FY 2008 

$ 

27,000 

$ 

287,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 


0 


0 

Recovery Act Allocations To Date 


0 


0 

Allocation for FY 2010 


0 

$ 

62,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 


0 


0 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 


N/A 


N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Complete 100% design. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : D&l Phase, 2011 
OTHER INFORMATION : None. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Senator Bond (MO), Se nator McCaskill (MO), Congressman 
Graves, MO-6 

DISTRICT : Kansas City 


1 February 2010 


NWD-33 
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FACT SHEET 

CONTINUING AUTHORITIES PROGRAM, Section 205 
Enacted Project 

BUSINESS LINE : Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 

PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Platte River, Schuyler, Nebraska 

AUTHORIZATION : Section 205, Flood Control Act of 1948, as amended 

LOCATION : The project area is located along a reach of the Platte River generally adjacent to 
Schuyler, Nebraska, the county seat for Colfax County. The Platte River is located approximately 
1 .5 miles south of the city. Lost Creek, a minor tributary of the Platte River, runs along the southern 
edge of the community. Another tributary to the Platte River, Shell Creek, lies just to the east of 
Schuyler. Most of the land surrounding Schuyler is used for agricultural purposes 

DESCRIPTION : Schuyler is subject to flooding from both the Platte River and Shell Creek. The 
current FEMA Flood Insurance Rate Map for Schuyler indicates that a portion of the city is within the 
1 00-year flood plain. A draft flood insurance rate map developed by the Corps for FEMA now 
indicates that the Platte River 100-year floodplain will extend well into heavily developed areas of 
Schuyler - areas which had not previously been designated as lying within the 100-year floodplain. 
An initial assessment of the Platte River flooding problem and potential solutions at Schuyler has 
been completed. Based on the information developed for the assessment, a levee system is a 
feasible alternative to reduce flood damages in the community. 


FY 2010 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 

Feasibilitv 

D&l Phase 

Estimated Federal Cost 

$ 495,000 

$2,705,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 

$ 395,000 

$1,456,000 

Cash 

$335,800 

$208,050 

Other 

$59,200 

$1,247,500 

Total Estimated Cost 

$ 890,000 

$4,161,000 

Allocation thru FY 2008 

$325,000 

$ 0 

Allocation for FY 2009 

$ 90,000 

0 

Recovery Act Allocations To Date 

0 

0 

Allocation for FY 2010 

$80,000 

$50,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 

0 

$2,655,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 

N/A 

N/A 


FY 201 0 ACTIVITIES : Complete the draft feasibility report, secure permits, conduct the Alternatives 
Formulation Briefing with Northwestern Division, complete public involvement and incorporate 
comments, finalize cost estimates, and finalize the report for Division approval. Initiate the Design 
and Implementation Phase with the preparation of a Project Management Plan (PMP), negotiate and 
execute a Project Partnership Agreement (PPA), and initiate design phase activities. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : The Feasibility Phase will be completed 
this fiscal year. Based upon an approved report, the Design and Implementation Phase and project 
completion may be completed by 2013. 

OTHER INFORMATION : Major Shell Creek floods have occurred as recently as 1990 and 2008, 
doing extensive property damage to northeastern Schuyler during both events. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Representative Fortenberry (NE-01), Senators Ben Nelson (D-NE) 
and Mike Johanns (R-NE) 

DISTRICT : Omaha 


1 February 2010 


NWD-34 


54862B 



3034 


FACT SHEET 

CONTINUING AUTHORITIES PROGRAM, Section 205 
Enacted Project 

BUSINESS LINE : Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 

PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Randolph, NE (Middle Logan Creek) 

AUTHORIZATION : Section 205, Flood Control Act of 1948, (PL 80-858), as amended 

LOCATION : This project is located at Middle Logan Creek in Randolph, Nebraska 

DESCRIPTION : This project will remove or reduce the threat of major flood events and remove 
most of the community from the 1 00-year flood plain. One alternative, the locally preferred plan, 
involves bridge replacement, and channel improvements to convey large floods through the city 
of Randolph, Nebraska. 


FY 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA Feasibility 
Estimated Federal Cost 
Estimated Non-Federal Cost 
Cash 
Other 

Total Estimated Cost 


$ 384,000 
$ 284,000 
$278,500 
$5,500 
$ 668,000 


2010 

D&l Phase 

$6,616,000 
$3,562,000 
$508,900 
$3,053,100 
$10,178,000 


Allocation thru FY 2008 
Allocation for FY 2009 
Recovery Act Allocations To Date 
Allocation for FY 2010 
Balance to Complete after FY 2010 
Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 


0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

N/A 


0 

$50,000 

0 

$75,000 

$6,491,000 

N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES: Complete the draft feasibility report, secure pennits, conduct the 
Alternatives Formulation Briefing with Northwestern Division, complete public involvement and 
incorporate comments, finalize cost estimates, and finalize the report for Division approval. 
Initiate the Design and Implementation Phase with the preparation of a Project Management 
Plan (PMP), negotiate and execute a Project Partnership Agreement (PPA), and initiate design 
phase activities. 


EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : The Feasibility Phase will be 
completed this fiscal year. Based upon an approved report, the Design and Implementation 
Phase and project completion may be completed by 201 3. 

OTHER INFORMATION: None 


CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Representative Adrian Smith, (NE-03), Senators Ben Nelson 
(D-NE) and Mike Johanns (R-NE) 

DISTRICT : Omaha 


1 February 2010 


NWD-35 


54862B 



3035 


FACT SHEET 

CONTINUING AUTHORITIES PROGRAM, Section 14 
Enacted Project 

BUSINESS LINE : Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 
PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Route EE Bridge, Sullivan City, MO 
AUTHORIZATION : Section 14, Flood Control Act of 1946. 

LOCATION : Route EE Highway Bridge is located over Middle Fork of Medicine Creek at 
Newtown, Missouri in Sullivan County. 

DESCRIPTION : The project will construct stone channel toe and revetment structures to 
correct severe and rapid erosion on Middle Fork Medicine Creek that is threatening the 
Missouri Department of T ransportation (MoDOT) Route EE highway bridge over the 
creek. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 

FY2010 
Feasibilitv D&l 

Phase 

Estimated Federal Cost 

$ 

100,000 

$ 455,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 


0 

$ 245,000 

Cash 


0 

$ 245,000 

Other 


0 

0 

Total Estimated Cost 

$ 

100,000 

$ 700,000 

Allocation thru FY 2008 

$ 

50,000 

0 

Allocation for FY 2009 

$ 

50,000 

0 

Recovery Act Allocations To Date 


0 

0 

Allocation for FY 201 0 


0 

$ 75,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 201 0 


0 

$ 380,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 


N/A 

N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Complete feasibility phase, negotiate and sign the Project Partnership 
Agreement (PPA) and initiate design of plans and specifications. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : Feasibility phase completion in 
2010 . 

OTHER INFORMATION : Erosion is progressing very rapidly and delay of construction past 
201 1 would be an undue risk to the highway bridge. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Congressman Graves, MO-6, Senator Bond, Senator 
McCaskill. 

DISTRICT : Kansas City 


1 February 2010 


NWD-36 
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3036 


FACT SHEET 

CONTINUING AUTHORITIES PROGRAM, Section 205 
Enacted Project 

BUSINESS LINE : Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 

PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Snoqualmie River at Snoqualmie, WA 

AUTHORIZATION : Section 205 of 1948 Flood Control Act (PL 80-858) as amended. 

LOCATION : The City of Snoqualmie is located in the middle of King County about 25 miles 
east of the City of Seattle. 

DESCRIPTION : The project consists of Snoqualmie River channel widening just upstream of 
Snoqualmie Falls and removal of an abandoned railroad bridge near the city. The project 
reduces the impacts of flooding from lower frequency flood events. 


FY2010 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 

Feasibilitv D&l 

Phase 

Estimated Federal Cost 

$260,000 

$4,618,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 

$160,000 

$ 2,416,000 

Cash 

$160,000 

TBD 

Other 

0 

TBD 

Total Estimated Cost 

$420,000 

$ 7,034,000 

Allocation thru FY 2008 

$260,000 

$ 4,598,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 

0 

0 

Recovery Act Allocations To Date 

0 

0 

Allocation for FY 2010 

0 

$20,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 

0 

0 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 

N/A 

N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Turn over completed project to non-federal sponsor, complete final 
accounting, and close-out project. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : D&l Phase 2010 

OTHER INFORMATION : The project has the support of the sponsor (King County), the City of 
Snoqualmie, and the principal land owner at the channel widening site (Puget Sound Energy). 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Representative Dave Reichert (WA-08); Senators Patty 
Murray (D-WA) and Maria Cantwell (D-WA) 

DISTRICT: Seattle 


1 February 2010 


NWD-37 
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3037 


NAVIGATION 


1 February 2010 


NWD-38 


54862B 



3038 


INVESTIGATIONS 


1 February 2010 


NWD-39 


54862B 
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FACT SHEET 
INVESTIGATIONS 
Enacted Study 


BUSINESS LINE : Navigation 

PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Grays Harbor, Washington (Grays Harbor at Chehalis River, WA) 

AUTHORIZATION : Section 22 of the Water Resource Development Act 1986, Public Law 99- 
662 authorized channel deepening to 38 feet. 

LOCATION : The Grays Harbor navigation project is located 65 miles southwest of Seattle on 
the central coast of Washington. The cities of Aberdeen and Hoquiam, Ocean Shores, and 
Westport are located within the large harbor, 

DESCRIPTION : Based on a General Design Memorandum dated February 1989, the deep 
draft channel was deepened to 36 feet, two feet less than the fully-authorized depth of 38 feet. 
The Port of Grays Harbor has requested deepening the channel the additional two feet to 
accommodate larger vessels. Reconnaissance phase is scheduled to complete in 2010. 


FY 2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA Reconnaiss ance 

Estimated Federal Cost $148,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 0 

Cash 0 
Other 0 

Total Estimated Cost $148,000 

Allocation thru 2008 $98,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 0 

Recovery Act Allocation to Date 0 

Allocation for FY 2010 $269,000 1/ 

Balance to Complete after FY 201 0 0 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7 % N/A 

1/ $219,000 for Feasibility phase 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Project Management Plan will be prepared, a Feasibility Cost Sharing 
Agreement negotiated and executed, and feasibility studies scoped. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : Reconnaissance, 2010 

OTHER INFORMATION : The Reconnaissance Report has been approved. Feasibility costs 
and schedule are in development. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Representative Norm Dicks (WA-06), Senators Patty Murray 
(D-WA) and Maria Cantwell (D-WA). 

DISTRICT : Seattle 


1 February 2010 


NWD-40 


54862B 
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CONTINUING 
AUTHORITIES PROGRAM 


1 February 2010 


NWD-41 


54862B 



3041 


FACT SHEET 

CONTINUING AUTHORITIES PROGRAM, Section 107 
Enacted Project 


BUSINESS LINE : Navigation 

PROJECT NAME AND STATE: Columbia River Navigation Improvements, OR and WA 

AUTHORIZATION : Section 1 07 of the River and Harbors Act of 1 960, as amended. 

LOCATION: PortlandA/ancouver, OR, Longview and Kalama WA, anchorages in the Columbia 
River. 

DISCRIPTION: Feasibility study to identify alternatives to expand the existing anchorage 
infrastructure, to accommodate larger vessels expected to use the new 43 ft navigation channel 
and to improve operational efficiencies and safety. 


FY2010 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA: 

Feasibilitv 

D & I Phase 

Estimated Federal Cost 

$ 175,000 

$1,320,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 

$75,000 

$730,000 

Cash 



Other 

$75,000 

$730,000 

Total Estimated Project Cost 

$250,000 

$2,050,000 

Allocation thru FY 2008 

$2,000 

0 

Allocation for FY 2009 

$40,000 

0 

Recovery Act Allocation To Date 

0 

0 

Allocation for FY 2010 

$133,000 

0 

Balance to Complete After FY 2010 

0 

$2,050,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 

0 

0 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES: Complete Feasibility study. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE: Feasibility, FY10 

OTHER INFORMATION: Critical for utilization of new 43 ft navigation channel on Columbia 
River. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Senators Patty Murray (WA) and Maria Cantwell (WA); 
Senators Ron Wyden (OR) and Jeff Merkley (OR); Representative Brian Baird (WA-3) and Earl 
Blumenauer (OR-3) 

DISTRICT: Portland 


1 Febaiary 2010 


NWD-42 


54862B 
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FACT SHEET 

CONTINUING AUTHORITIES PROGRAM, Section 204 
Enacted Project 


BUSINESS LINE : Navigation 

PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Kansas River Basin, Regional Sediment Management Plan 
AUTHORIZATION : Section 204, Water Resources Development Act of 1992, as amended 
LOCATION : Kansas River Basin & Tributaries 

DESCRIPTION : Coordination and collaboration with State and Regional Interests focusing on 
development of statewide sediment management plans. The project will conduct an assessment of 
critical factors affecting stream geomorphology, transitions, and systemic erosion Issues in selected 
sub-watersheds above Federal water supply reservoirs in the Kansas River Basin. The research and field 
studies will result in a report that provides identification of areas that have the highest impact on water 
quality (Total Suspended Solids) and downstream sedimentation affecting water supply and identify 
candidate stream reaches for future erosion, provide a key component of the State of Kansas Regional 
Sediment Planning, and also benefit the Federal reservoirs. 


FY2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA Feasibility 

Estimated Federal Cost N/A 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost N/A 

Cash N/A 

Other N/A 

Total Estimated Cost N/A 

Allocation thru FY 2008 0 

Allocation for FY 2009 $200,000 

Recovery Act Allocations To Date 0 

Allocation for FY 2010 $100,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 201 0 N/A 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Continue participation in cooperation with the State of Kansas to perform 
in-depth analysis and restoration assessments at four critical stream reaches in the Kansas 
River Basin. Of the four reaches, Tuttle Creek Lake on the Little Blue or Big Blue or Black 
Vermillion for the development of comprehensive regional management of sedimentation plans. 
The analysis of these segments will be included in the final report. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : Ongoing efforts to support State 
lead activities within the Kansas River Basin and Tributaries. 

OTHER INFORMATION : Communication and collaboration is ongoing amongst the states 
located in the Kansas River Basin to identify opportunities to utilize materials generated from 
Federal projects located within the Kansas Basin. It is the intent that these efforts will lead to 
site specific opportunities to partner on cost shared measures and report development. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Congressman Jenkins, (KS) Senators Brownback and Roberts 

DISTRICT : Kansas City 


1 February 201 0 


NWD-43 
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FACT SHEET 

CONTINUING AUTHORITIES PROGRAM, Section 204 
Enacted Project 

BUSINESS LINE : Navigation 

PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Missouri River, Regional Sediment Management Plan 
AUTHORIZATiON : Section 204, Water Resources Development Act of 1992, as amended 
LOCATION : Pick-Sloan Missouri River Basin & Tributaries 

DESCRIPTION : Coordination and collaboration with State and Regional Interests focusing on 
development of statewide sediment management plans 


FY2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA FeasibiliU 

Estimated Federal Cost N/A 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost N/A 

Cash N/A 

Other N/A 

Total Estimated Cost N/A 

Allocation thru FY 2008 0 

Allocation for FY 2009 $200,000 

Recovery Act Allocations To Date 0 

Allocation for FY 2010 $25,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 N/A 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Continue participation in cooperation with the States of Wyoming, North 
Dakota, South Dakota, Montana and Nebraska toward the development of comprehensive 
regional management of sedimentation plans. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : Ongoing efforts to support State 
lead activities within the Pick-Sloan Missouri River Basin and Tributaries. 

OTHER INFORMATION : Communication and collaboration is ongoing amongst the states 
located in the Missouri River Basin to identify opportunities to utilize materials generated from 
Federal projects located within the Pick-Sloan Missouri River Basin. It is the intent that these 
efforts will lead to site specific opportunities to partner on cost shared measures and report 
development. 

CONGRESSIONAL I NTEREST : Senators Barrasso (R-WY), Enzi (R-WY), Dorgan (D-ND), 
Conrad (D-ND), Johnson (D-SD), Thune (R-SD), B aucus (D-MT), Tes ter (D-MT), Nelson (D- 
NE), and Johanns (R-NE). 

DISTRICT : Omaha 


1 February 2010 NWD-44 


54862B 


3044 


FACT SHEET 

CONTINUING AUTHORITIES PROGRAM, Section 204 
Enacted Project 

BUSINESS LINE : Navigation 

PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Snake River Regional Sediment Management Planning, ID. 
AUTHORIZATION : Section 204 of Water Resources Development (WRDA) 1992, as amended. 
LOCATION : Idaho 

DESCRIPTION: Coordination and collaboration with State and Regional Interests focusing on 
development of statewide sediment management plans in Idaho 


FY 2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA Feasibility 

Estimated Federal Cost N/A 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost N/A 

Cash N/A 

Other N/A 

Total Estimated Cost N/A 

Allocation thru FY 2008 0 

Allocation for FY 2009 $100,000 

Recovery Act Allocations To Date 0 

Allocation for FY 2010 $12,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 201 0 N/A 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Attend meetings and participate in state regional sediment management 
planning efforts. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : Ongoing efforts to support State 
lead activities within Idaho. 

OTHER INFORMATION : None 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Congressmen Minnick (ID-1 ) and Simpson (ID-2); Senators 
Risch and Crapo (ID). 

DISTRICT: Walla Walla 


1 February 2010 


NWD-45 


54862B 



3045 


AQUATIC ECOSYSTEM 
RESTORATION 


1 February 2010 


NWD-46 
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3046 


INVESTIGATIONS 


1 February 2010 


NWD-47 
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FACT SHEET 
INVESTIGATIONS 
Enacted Study 


BUSINESS LINE : Environment 

PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Amazon Creek, OR (Eugene-Springfield Metro Waterways Study) - 
Continuing. 

AUTHORIZATION : House Committee on Public Works resoiution for Willamette Basin Review 
Study, adopted Septembers, 1988. 

LOCATION : Eugene-Springfield metro area is located in Lane County, Oregon at the southern 
end of the Willamette Valley at the junction of several rivers: Willamette, McKenzie, Middle Fork 
Willamette, Coast Fork Willamette and Amazon Creek (major tributary to Long Tom River). 

DESCRIPTION : Multi-phased Feasibility Study on ecosystem restoration to address water 
resource problems in an urban watershed and define and develop methods to address general 
system/watershed needs generate a list of potential projects with associated solutions, create a 
prioritization framework, and develop detailed designs for projects throughout the first two to 
four specific watenAiays. Phase 1 focus is on Amazon and Cedar creeks. Currently scoping 
Phase 2. Reconnaissance phase completed FY 2003. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 
Estimated Federai Cost 
Estimated Non-Federal Cost 
Cash 
Other 

Total Estimated Cost 

Allocation thru FY 2008 
Allocation for FY 2009 
Recovery Act Allocations To Date 
Allocation for FY 2010 
Balance to Complete after FY 2010 
Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 

FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Complete Phase 1 


FY2010 
Feasibility Study 
$ 2,750,000 
$ 2,750,000 
$ 600,000 
$2,150,000 
$ 5,500,000 

$ 1,025,000 
$ 287,000 
$ 438,000 
$ 134,000 
$ 866,000 
N/A 

by end of FY 201 0 or first quarter FY 201 1 . 


EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : Feasibility, 201 1 

OTHER INFORMATION : Feasibility Cost Sharing Agreement (FCSA) was signed in 
September 2003. Project sponsors have requested a $2 million increase to FCSA. 


CONGRESSIONAL IN TEREST : Representative Peter Defazio (OR-04) and Senators Jeff 
Merkley (OR) and Ron Wyden (OR). 


DISTRICT: Portland 


1 February 2010 


NWD-48 


54862B 



3048 


FACT SHEET 
INVESTIGATIONS 
Enacted Study 


BUSINESS LINE : Environment 

PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Chehalis River Basin, WA (Chehalis River Basin). 

AUTHORIZATION : Resolution of the Committee on Transportation and Infrastructure. Docket 
2581, Octobers, 1998. 


LOCATION : The Chehalis River Basin covers over 2,600 square miles in southwestern 
Washington. 

DESCRIPTION : The purpose of the study is to evaluate options for ecosystem restoration such 
as wetlands and riparian habitats, as well as evaluating options to provide flood risk 
management within the basin. The non-federal sponsor is Grays Harbor. Reconnaissance is 
complete and the Feasibility Cost Sharing Agreement (FCSA) was signed August 2001 . 


FY2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA Feasibility 

Estimated Federal Cost $ 2,654,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost $2,654,000 

Cash 0 

Other $2,654,000 

Total Estimated Cost $ 5,308,000 


Allocation thru 2008 $ 1 ,063,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 $574,000 

Recovery Act Allocation to Date 0 

Allocation for FY 20 1 0 $672,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 $345,000 1/ 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7 % N/A 


1/ Re-scoping study cost. Estimate not available at this time. 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Revising the Project Management Plan to include more study of flood 
damage reduction activities, sign an amended Feasibility Cost Share Agreement and prepare 
scope of work for a feasibility decision document. Continue environmental without project 
condition assessment. 


EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : Feasibility, 2013 

OTHER INFORMATION : The study allows for identification of measures to reduce flood risks 
throughout the basin along with ecosystem restoration. Grays Harbor has recently indicated 
they would like to pursue increasing the scope of the study to include flood risk management. 
This proposed re-scoping will increase the Feasibility phase costs. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Representatives Brian Baird (WA-03) and Norm Dicks (WA- 
06) and Senators Patty Murray (D-WA) and Maria Cantwell (D-WA). 

DISTRICT: Seattle 


1 February 201 0 


NWD-49 
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FACT SHEET 
INVESTIGATIONS 
Enacted Study 


BUSINESS LINE: Environment 


PROJECT/STUDY NAME : James River, North Dakota and South Dakota 


AUTHORIZATION : Section 557, Water Resources Development Act (WRDA) 1996. 


LOCATION : The James River headwaters begin in Wells Count, North Dakota. The river flows 
south through eastern North Dakota and eastern South Dakota, with the confluence to the 
Missouri River just south of Yankton, South Dakota. 


DESCRIPTION : The primary study purposes are flood damage mitigation and ecosystem 
restoration. The goals are to improve flood conveyance, to increase the riparian habitat, and 
address wetland restoration. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 
Estimated Federal Cost 
Estimated Non-Federal Cost 
Cash 
Other 

Total Estimated Cost 


FY 2010 
Reconnaissance 
$150,000 
0 
0 
0 

$150,000 


Allocation thru FY 2008 0 

Allocation for FY 2009 0 

Recovery Act Allocations To Date 0 

Allocation for FY 201 0 $1 50,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 0 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : A new reconnaissance study will be initiated within the State of North 
Dakota to determine if water resource problems warrant Federal participation in a feasibility 
study, and to define the Federal Interest, regarding flood risk management on the James River 
in North Dakota. If a 905(b) Analysis Report is approved, and funds are sufficient, develop a 
Project Management Plan and execute a Feasibility Cost Share Agreement (FCSA). 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : Reconnaissance, 2010 

OTHER INFORMATION : Existing project James River, South Dakota, under a FCSA within the 
State of South Dakota, carryover FY09 funds will be used to complete an evaluation of land use 
vegetation on tributary watersheds to determine the affect on flood damages as they relate to 
the overall study effort. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Senator Kent Conrad (ND), Senator Byron Dorgan (ND), 
Senator Tim Johnson (SD), Senator John Thune (SD); Representative Earl Pomeroy (ND-AL), 
and Representative Stephanie Herseth-Sandlin (SD-AL) 

DISTRICT: Omaha 


1 February 2010 


NWD-50 
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FACT SHEET 
INVESTIGATIONS 
Enacted Study 

BUSINESS LINE : Environment 

PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Missouri River Basin Study, NE, lA, KS, MO, MT, ND, SD 

AUTHORIZATION : Omnibus Appropriations Act of 2009, P.L. 111-8, Division C, Title I, Section 
108. 

LOCATION : The study encompasses the Missouri River Basin. 

DESCRIPTION : Review the original authorized purposes based on the Flood Control Act of 
1944, as amended, and other-subsequent relevant legislation and judicial rulings to determine if 
changes to the authorized project purposes and existing Federal water resource infrastructure 


may be warranted. 

FY2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA Feasibility 

Estimated Federal Cost $ 25,000,000 

Estimated Non-Federai Cost 0 

Cash 0 

Other 0 

Total Estimated Cost $25,000,000 

Allocation thru FY 2008 0 

Allocation for FY 2009 $2,868,000 

Recovery Act Allocations to Date 0 

Allocation for FY 2010 $4,483,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 $17,649,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Collaborate with stakeholders, representatives from other federal and 
state agencies to identify problems and opportunities on the main stem Missouri River; Focus 
Group and Scoping Meetings; development of Program Management Plan and Project 
Management Plan to include a detailed communication plan and an Independent External 
Review Plan; identify the necessary products, schedule & budgets for current and future project 
phases. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : Feasibility. 2014 

OTHER INFORMATION : Considerable public and political controversy. Potential would exist 
for significant changes to system operations based on any changes to authorized purposes. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Representatives Steve King (IA-05), Lynn Jenkins (KS-02), 
Dennis Moore (KS-03), William LACY CLAY (MO-OI), W. Todd Akin (MO-02), Ike Skelton (MO- 
04), Emanuel Cleaver (MO-05), Sam Graves (MO-06), Blaine Luetkemeyer (MO-09), Dennis 
Rehberg (MT-AL), Jeff Fortenberry (NE-01), Lee Terry (NE-02), Adrian Smith (NE-03), Earl 
Pomeroy (ND-AL), Stephanie Herseth-Sandiin (SD-AL), and Senators Charles Grassley (R-IA), 
Tom Harkin (D-IA), Sam Brownback (R-KS), Christopher “Kit" Bond (R-MO), Claire McCaskill 
(D-MO), Max Baucus (D-MT), Jon Tester (D-MT), Mike Johanns (R-NE), Ben Nelson (D-NE), 
Kent Conrad (D-ND), Byron Dorgan (D-ND), John Thune (R-SD), and Tim Johnson (D-SD). 

DISTRICT: Omaha 


1 February 2010 
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FACT SHEET 
INVESTIGATIONS 
Enacted Study 


BUSINESS LINE : Environment 

PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Puyallup River, Washington 

AUTHORIZATION : Section 209, 1962 Flood Control Act (P.L. 87-874); Resolution of the 
Committee on Transportation and Infrastructure, Docket 2645, June 21, 2000 (White River, 
Washington) 

LOCATION : Puyallup River basin; composed of the White and Puyallup Rivers, in Pierce and 
King Counties in Washington state. 

DESCRIPTION : Pierce County is interested in addressing flooding issues resulting from a 
recent decertification of the levee system for parts of the cities of Puyallup and Tacoma by the 
Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA). The Puyallup River has also experienced 
increasingly severe flooding with major impacts to the surrounding infrastructure upstream of 
their levee system. King County has recently requested adding studies to evaluate 
sedimentation issues in the White River related to the operation of the Corps' Mud Mountain 
Dam. The study will also focus on potential ecosystem restoration components that will 
conjointly relieve flooding issues. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA FY 

2010 

FY2010 

Estimated Federal Cost 

$152,000 

$3,000,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 

$152,000 

$3,000,000 

Cash 

0 

2,000,000 

Othe r 0 1 


,000,000 

Total Estimated Cost 

$152,000 

$6,000,000 

Allocation thru 2008 

$48,000 

0 

Allocation for FY 2009 

$54,000 

$96,000 

Recovery Act Allocation to Date 

0 

0 

Allocation for FY 2010 

$50,000 

$318,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 

0 

$2,586,000 1/ 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7 % 

N/A 

N/A 


1/ Re-scoping with new sponsor. 

FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Sign a Feasibility Cost Sharing Agreement with the new sponsor. Using 
FY09 and FY10 Feasibility funding: initiate feasibility study to include hydraulic and hydrologic 
evaluations for without project conditions and initiate economic and channel sedimentation 
studies. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : Reconnaissance 2010, Feasibility 
2015. 

OTHER INFORMATION : The Sponsor provided a Letter of Intent dated 29 September 2009, which 
requested the study includes the Carbon, White, and Puyallup River Basins. The cunent study scope 
includes the lower 8 miles of the Puyallup River Basin. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Representative Dave Reichert (WA-08), Adam Smith (WA-09) 
and Senators Patty Murray (D-WA) and Maria Cantwell (D-WA). 

DISTRICT : Seattle 


1 February 2010 


NWD-52 


54862B 



3052 


FACT SHEET 
INVESTIGATIONS 
Enacted Study 


BUSINESS LINE : Environment 


PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Skokomish River Basin, Washington 

AUTHORIZATION : Section 209 of the Flood Control Act of 1962 (PL 87-874). 

LOCATION : Mason County and the Skokomish Indian Reservation, Washington. The River 
basin is located in northwest Washington, along the southeast portion of the Olympic Peninsula. 

DESCRIPTION : The Skokomish River is the primary drainage basin for the southeast region of 
the Olympic Peninsula and flows from the Olympic Mountains into Hood Canal. The basin 
consists of 80 river miles and 260 miles of tributaries. Since 1884, 33% (-1700 acres) of the 
lower Skokomish basin wetlands have been lost including estuarine wetlands. Flow alterations 
from Cushman Dam have contributed to isolation of side channels, impacted habitat species 
and effects Endangered Species Act (ESA) listed species (Puget Sound Chinook, Hood Canal 
summer chum and bull trout). Alternative measures being considered include connections of 
isolated off-channel habitats and restoration of wetlands that may provide incidental flood 
damage reduction benefits. Other measures may provide more substantial flood risk 
management benefits. Reconnaissance is complete and the Federal Cost Sharing Agreement 
(FCSA) was signed July 2006. 


SU MMARIZED FINANCIAL DAT A 
Estimated Federal Cost 
Estimated Non-Federal Cost 
Cash 

Othe r $1 
Total Estimated Cost 


FY 2010 Feasibili ty 
$2,193,000 
$2,193,000 
$543,000 
,650,000 
$4,386,000 


Allocation thru 2008 $649,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 $732,000 

Recovery Act Allocation to Date 0 

Allocation for FY 2010 $430,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 $382,000 V 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7 % N/A 


1/ Re-scoping to expand project area 

FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Continue work on the without project conditions report, and conduct 
public project scoping workshops. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : Feasibility, 2012 

OTHER INFORMATION : A favorable 905(b) report was completed in 2000, but the study was 
deferred at the sponsor’s request in 2002. The FCSA was signed in 2006. Washington State 
government. Tribal nations, and local and national non-governmental organizations (NGOs) 
have identified this study as a critical component to the success of other Puget Sound 
ecosystem recovery, including the low oxygen conditions in the Hood Canal basin that are 
responsible for annual fish kills. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Representative Norm Dicks (WA-06) and Senators Patty 
Murray (D-WA) and Maria Cantwell (D-WA). 

DISTRICT: Seattle 


1 February 2010 
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3053 


FACT SHEET 
INVESTIGATIONS 
Enacted Study 


BUSINESS LINE : Environment 

PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Stillaguamish River Basin, Washington 

AUTHORIZATION : Section 101, Water Resources Development Act (WRDA) 2000 

LOCATION : The Stillaguamish River Basin, Snohomish County, Washington. The 
Stillaguamish River has its origins in the Cascade Mountains, flows west to Port Susan Bay and 
eventually to the Strait of Juan de Fuca part of the Puget Sound watershed in western 
Washington State. 

DESCRIPTION : The authorized ecosystem restoration project encompasses the entire 
Stillaguamish River ecosystem from tidal estuaries to the spawning and wildlife areas in the 
upper basin for Endangered Species Act (ESA) listed fish. The project emphasizes the 
restoration of critical habitat within the basin and will include full coordination of project design 
with interested federal, state and local agencies and tribes. Project features Include: fish 
ladders, stream restoration, landslide stabilization, as well as river estuary restoration. $21. 4M 
is the total federal cost of Stillaguamish. Hat Sough Estuary Restoration is the only site 
considered at this time, its total cost is $2.1 M (2000 price level). Reconnaissance and 
feasibility phases are complete. 


FY2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA PED 


Estimated Federal Cost $252,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost $63,000 

Cash 0 

Other $63,000 

Total Estimated Cost $315,000 

Allocation thru 2008 $52,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 0 

Recovery Act Allocation to Date 0 

Allocation for FY 2010 $90,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 201 0 $ 1 1 0,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7 % N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Meet with The Nature Conservancy (TNC) to establish a plan. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : TBD 

OTHER INFORMATION : TNC sent a Letter of Intent to sponsor the Hat Slough project on May 
7 of 2009. The Hat Slough element of this project is an Environmental project and TNC wanted 
to consider flood damage as an additional element. Given the minimal funding and the desire to 
consider an additional project purpose, TNC does not wish to proceed at this juncture. TNC and 
Seattle District will remain engaged however FY10 activities are not determinable at this time. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Rick Larsen (WA-02), Senator Murray, Senator Cantwell 

DISTRICT: Seattle 


1 February 2010 


NWD-54 
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FACT SHEET 
INVESTIGATIONS 
Enacted Study 


BUSINESS LINE: Environment 

PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Walla Walla River Basin, Oregon and Washington 

AUTHORIZATION : Resolution of the Senate Committee on Public Works adopted July 27, 
1962 (Columbia River and Tributaries). 

LOCATION : The project is located on the mainstem and tributaries of the Walla Walla River in 
Southeast Washington and Northeast Oregon. 

DESCRIPTION : The purpose of the project is environmental restoration; focusing primarily on 
establishing year round instream flows for Endangered Species Act (ESA) listed species and 
reintroduction of Chinook salmon. Reconnaissance phase is complete and the Feasibility Cost 
Sharing Agreement was signed May 2002. 


FY2010 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA Feasihilitv 


PED 

Estimated Federal Cost 

$3,935,000 

$6,750,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost: 

$3,885,000 

$2,250,000 

Cash 

$0 

$250,000 

Other 

$0 

$2,000,000 

Total Estimated Cost 

$7,820,000 

$9,000,000 

Allocation thru FY 2008 

$3,626,000 

$0 

Allocation for FY 2009 

$295,000 

$0 

Recovery Act Allocations to Date 

$0 

$0 

Allocation for FY 2010 

$14,000 

$156,000 

Balance to Complete After FY 2010 

$0 

$6,594,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 

N/A 

N/A 


FY2010 ACTIVITIES : Conduct Alternative Formulation Briefing (AFB), issue draft report for 
public review, complete Agency Technical Review and Independent External Peer Review, 
submit final report to Corps Headquarters for policy review and approval, and initiate PED. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE: Feasibility, 2010 

OTHER INFORMATION : Study scope has been expanded to include a new measure. Shallow 
Aquifer Recharge. Also, delays in deliverables and project team changes have caused a 
schedule extension. Anticipate completion of final feasibility documents in April 2010. These 
products are required for alternative evaluation. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Congresswoman McMorris-Rodgers (WA-5) Congressman 
Walden (OR-2); Senators Murray and Cantwell (WA), Senators Wyden and Merkley (OR). 

DISTRICT: Walla Walla 


1 February 2010 


NWD-55 
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CONSTRUCTION 


1 Febaiary 2010 


NWD-56 
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FACT SHEET 
CONSTRUCTION 
Enacted Project 


BUSINESS LINE : Environment 

PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Ft Peck Cabin Conveyance, MT (Charles M. Russell National 
Wildlife Refuge Enhancement Act of 2000.) 

AUTHORIZATION : River & Harbor Act of 1935 (PL 74-409); PL 75-529; Title VIII of the Water 
Resources Development Act of 2000 (P.L. 106-541) a.k.a. the Charles M. Russell (CMR) 
National Wildlife Refuge Enhancement Act of 2000. 

LOCATION : The project is located 20 miles southeast of Glasgow, Montana on Montana 
Highway 24 or 1 0 miles southwest of Nashua, Montana on Montana Highway 117. 

DESCRIPTION : The project is authorized for conveyance of cabin sites located with in 4 Cabin 
Areas on the Ft. Peck Project to be conveyed to current lease holders. There are 392 Individual 
cabin lots located in 4 cottage areas around the eastern portion of Fort Peck Lake, Montana. 
These are on federal lands managed by the USACE and within the exterior boundaries of the 
CMR National Wildlife Refuge. 


FY2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA: Constructio n 

Estimated Federal Cost $ 5,000,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 0 

Cash 0 

Other 0 

Total Estimated Project Cost $5,000,000 

Allocations thru FY 2008 $882,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 1 ,500,000 

Recovery Act Allocations To Date 0 

Allocation for FY 201 0 969,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 $1,649,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% NA 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Contract for sanitation assessments and engineering services. Funds 
will also be used for surveys, appraisals, contract administration, and deed and paten 
preparation. Continue communication strategy with stakeholders, specifically cabin owners, 
USF&W, Ft. Peck Lake Association, BLM, and Montana DEQ. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : 2013 

OTHER INFORMATION : 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Senator Max Baucus (MT), Senator Jon Tester (MT); 
Representative Dennis Rehberg (MT-AL) 

DISTRICT: Omaha 


1 February 2010 
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FACT SHEET 
CONSTRUCTION 
Enacted Project 


BUSINESS LINE : Environment 

PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Missouri and Middle Mississippi Rivers Enhancement, MO 

AUTHORIZATION : Section 514 (b)(1 ) of the 1999 Water Resources Development Act (WRDA), 
as amended. 

LOCATION : The project area includes the Middle Mississippi River, from the mouth of the Ohio 
River to the mouth of the Missouri River, and the Missouri River, from its mouth to its 
headwaters near Three Forks, Montana. 

DESCRIPTION : The project provides for actions to protect and enhance fish and wildlife habitat 
compatible with water-related needs of the region. A variety of projects are in the planning 
phase. The program enjoys strong support among stakeholders and complements the habitat 
restoration and endangered species focus of the Missouri River Recovery Program and other 
activities. 


FY 2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA Constructio n 

Estimated Federal Cost TBD 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost NA 

Cash NA 

Other NA 

Total Estimated Project Cost TBD 

Allocation thru 2008 $ 1 ,965,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 $51 8,000 

Recovery Act Allocations T o Date 0 

Allocation for FY 201 0 $440,000 

Balance to Complete After FY 201 0 TBD 

Remaining Benefits Remaining Costs Ratio at 7% NA 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Funds will be used to progress feasibility studies at Parkville, MO; 
Contrary Lake, MO; and Osage River, MO. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : This authority is programmatic in 
nature. WRDA 2007, Section 5010 extended authorization to 2015. 

OTHER INFORMATION: The projects enable States to assemble corridors of environmentally 
revitalized river channel and adjacent floodplain habitat. The project aids in addressing 
threatened and endangered species issues on the Missouri and Middle Mississippi Rivers. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Senators Bond (MO) and Grassley (lA), Representatives 
Graves (MO-06), and King (IA-05). 

DISTRICT : Kansas City 


1 February 2010 
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FACT SHEET 
CONSTRUCTION 
Enacted Project 


BUSINESS LINE : Environment 

PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Missouri River Restoration, ND 

AUTHORIZATION: Title VII of the Water Resources Development Act of 2000 (P.L. 1 06-541 ) 

LOCATION: The potential projects located on the Missouri River in the State of North Dakota. 

DESCRIPTION: The potential projects \«ill be tailored to reduce siltation in the Missouri River in 
the State of North Dakota and meet the objectives of the Pick-Sloan program by developing and 
implementing a long term strategy for the Missouri River to improve conservation, protect 
recreation from sedimentation, improve \«ater quality: improve erosion control, and protect 
historical and cultural sites from erosion. 


FY2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA: Construction 

Estimated Federal Cost $25,000,000 

Estimated Non-Federai Cost TBD 

Cash TBD 

Other TBD 

Total Estimated Project Cost TBD 

Allocations thru FY 2008 $763,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 287,000 

Recovery Act Allocations T o Date 0 

Allocation for FY 2010 138,000 

Balance to Complete After FY 2010 $23,812,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% NA 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Continue implementation of site specific studies with various partners 
within the State of North Dakota. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : TBD 

OTHER INFORMATION: The District Commander is the representative for the Secretary of the 
Army and serves as the Task Force Chairman. The Task Force is an advisory group, 
authorized to make recommendations. The Corps will receive the recommendations from the 
Task Force and work with the cost-share partners on the projects. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST: Senators Dorgan (ND) and Conrad (ND) and Representative 
Pomeroy (ND-AL) 

DISTRICT: Omaha 


1 February 201 0 


NWD-59 
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3059 


FACT SHEET 
CONSTRUCTION 
Enacted Project 


BUSINESS LINE : Environment 


PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Puget Sound & Adjacent Waters Restoration, WA 
AUTHORIZATION : Section 544, WRDA 2000 


LOCATION : The project area, Puget Sound watershed, encompasses over 15,000 square miles 
in northwest Washington State, and Incorporates all waters in the Puget Sound drainage basin 
and the Strait of Juan de Fuca. 

DESCRIPTION : The program implements restoration projects with immediate ecosystem 
benefits by using existing plans to the maximum extent practical. Priority projects are selected in 
consultation with the regional stakeholders including non-profit organizations, state and federal 
agencies and tribes. 

FY2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA Constructio n 


Estimated Federal Cost $40,000,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 20,000,000 

Cash 0 

Other 20,000,000 

Total Estimated Project Cost $ 60,000,000 


Allocation thru 2008 
Allocation for FY 2009 
Recovery Act Allocation to Date 
Allocation for FY 2010 
Balance to Complete after FY 2010 
Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7 % 


$ 6,107,000 

100,000 
293,318 
100,000 
$ 33,399,682 
NA 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Funds will be used to initiate feasibility studies for Dungeness Estuary 
Levee and Snohomish Diking No 6. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : FY2018 


OTHER INFORMATION : Puget Sound and Adjacent Waters Restoration is supported by 
multiple state and local agencies, and is a key component of the 2008 Puget Sound Partnership 
Action Agenda. The program is part of an ongoing effort to restore and improve anadramous 
fish habitat throughout the Sound, especially following the Endangered Species Act salmon 
listings of March 1999. Many view this initiative as a critical delivery process for scientifically 
sound ecosystem restoration. 


CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Representatives Jay Inslee (WA-01), Rick Larsen (WA-02), 
Brian Baird (WA-03), Norm Dicks (WA-06), Jim McDermott (WA-07), David Reichert (WA-08). 
and Adam Smith (WA-09); and Senators Patty Murray (D-WA) and Maria Cantwell (D-WA). 

DISTRICT: Seattle 


1 February 2010 
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3060 


CONTINUING 
AUTHORITIES PROGRAM 


1 February 2010 
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FACT SHEET 

CONTINUING AUTHORITIES PROGRAM, Section 206 
Enacted Project 

BUSINESS LINE: Environment 

PROJECT NAME AND STATE : Beaver Creek, OR 

AUTHORIZATION : Section 206 of the 1 996 Water Resources Development Act, as amended. 

LOCATION: Project is located along the lower 3 miles of Beaver Creek within the Cities of 
Gresham and Troutdale, In Multnomah County, Oregon. 

DESCRIPTION: The project will investigate the replacement of four (4) downstream culverts 
and open upstream access for anadromous fish. Fish passage barriers are one factor in 
declining fish species because they block significant areas historically utilized by anadromous 
fish. Beaver Creek is a significant tributary to the Sandy river and provides habitat for 
Endangered Species Act (ESA) listed and threatened fish species. 


FY 2010 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA: 

Feasibilitv 

D & 1 Phase 

Estimated Federal Cost 

$410,000 

$2,346,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 

0 

$1,487,000 

Cash 

0 

0 

Other 

0 

$1,487,000 

Total Estimated Project Cost 

$410,000 

$3,833,000 

Allocation thru FY2008 

$104,000 

0 

Allocation for FY 2009 

$156,000 

0 

Recovery Act Allocations to Date 

0 

0 

Allocation for FY 2010 

$150,000 

0 

Balance to Complete After FY2010 

0 

$2,346,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 

N/A 

N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES: Complete Feasibility 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE: Feasibility, 2010 
OTHER INFORMATION : Project named in 2010 Conference report. 

CONGRESSIONAL IN TEREST : Senators Jeff Merk ley (OR) and Ron Wyden (OR), 
Representative Earl Blumenauer (OR-3). 

DISTRICT: Portland 


1 Febniary 2010 
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FACT SHEET 

CONTINUING AUTHORITIES PROGRAM. Section 1135 
Enacted Study 

BUSINESS LINE : Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 

PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Blue Valley Wetlands, Jackson County, Missouri 

AUTHORIZATION : Section 1135, Water Resources Development Act of 1986, P. L, 99-662, as 
amended. 

LOCATION : The project is located at the confluence of on the Little Blue River and Missouri 
Rivers, in the Missouri River floodplain just east of Kansas City, at to the Atherton Wastewater 
Treatment Facility in Jackson County. 

DESCRIPTION : The proposed 1135 Blue Valley Ecosystem Restoration Project is a 
modification of the Corp of Engineers Missouri River Bank Stabilization and Navigation Project 
(BSNP) and the Missouri River Levee System Project. The proposed project would restore 
wetlands and native floodplain vegetation. The project will also provide associated wastewater 
treatment benefits and help to improve water quality. Within the proposed wetland areas, native 
vegetation has been replaced with farmed row crops. No habitat or wetlands are present at this 
time. The restoration project would restore aquatic and wetland habitat conducive to migratory 
shorebirds, water birds, as well as resident wildlife species. The Missouri River is on the flyway 
for migratory birds. 


FY2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA Feasibility D&l Phase 


Estimated Federal Cost 

$ 

390,000 

$ 830,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 


0 

$ 373,000 

Cash 

$ 

390,000 

$ 1,203,000 

Other 


0 

0 

Total Estimated Cost 

$ 

390,000 

$ 1,203,000 

Allocation thru FY 2008 

$ 

90,000 

0 

Allocation for FY 2009 

$ 

300,000 

0 

Recovery Act Allocations To Date 


0 

0 

Allocation for FY 2010 


0 

0 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 


0 

$ 830,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 


N/A 

N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Funds are being used to continue and complete feasibility study. 


EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : Feasibility Phase December 2010. 

OTHER INFORMATION : The Little Blue Valley Sewer District and Jackson County have given 
high priority to the restoration and protection of terrestrial and wetland habitat in conjunction 
with natural methods of wastewater treatment. Their objectives in habitat restoration are to 
improve final effluent water quality, naturally treat wastewater economically, meet NPDES 
discharge requirements, improve water quality to the Missouri River, and reduce the need for 
new mechanical facilities. This is an ideal opportunity for agencies to work together to provide 
multiple benefits and optimal use of public funds. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Senator Bond, MO. Congressman Cleaver, (MO-5) 

DISTRICT : Kansas City 


1 February 2010 
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3063 


FACT SHEET 

CONTINUING AUTHORITIES PROGRAM, Section 1135 
Enacted Project 


BUSINESS LINE : Environment 

PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Boise River at Eagle Island, ID. 

AUTHORIZATION : Section 1 1 35 of Water Resources Development Act (WRDA) 86, as 
amended (continuing authority). 

LOCATION : This environmental restoration project is located along the Boise River in Ada 
County, Idaho, in the vicinity of Boise City, Garden City, and the City of Eagle. 

DESCRIPTION : The objective is to improve aquatic and wildlife habitat while improving 
floodplain functions. Restoration measures could include increasing native vegetation, 
increasing habitat diversity in gravel ponds on the island and in the river, increasing the 
floodplain area, and minimizing instream disturbance. 


FY 2010 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 

Feasibility 

D&l Phase 

Estimated Federal Cost 

$ 615,000 

$2,412,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 

0 

$ 934,400 

Cash 

0 

0 

Other 

0 

$ 934,400 

Total Estimated Cost 

$ 615,000 

$ 3,346,400 

Allocation thru FY 2008 

$ 241,000 

0 

Allocation for FY 2009 

$ 137,000 

0 

Recovery Act Allocations To Date 

0 

0 

Allocation for FY 2010 

$ 237,000 

0 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 

0 

$ 2,412,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 

N/A 

N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : A task order will be awarded for the completion of the feasibility report. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : Feasibility Phase will complete in 
FY11. 

OTHER INFORMATION : Ada County Highway District is studying alternatives for a river 
crossing in the same general area. Potential restoration measures need to be closely 
coordinated with the Three Cities River Crossing so that the projects compliment each other. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Congressman Minnick (ID-1 ); Senators Risch and Crapo (ID). 

DISTRICT : Walla Walla 


1 February 2010 
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FACT SHEET 

CONTINUING AUTHORITIES PROGRAM, Section 206 
Enacted Project 

BUSINESS LINE : Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 

PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Chariton River/Rathbun Lake Watershed, Iowa 

AUTHORIZATION : Section 206, Water Resources Development Act of 1996. 

LOCATION : Chariton River/Rathbun Lake Watershed is located in south central Iowa 
encompassing portions of Appanoose, Clarke, Decatur, Lucas, Monroe, and Wayne counties. 

DESCRIPTION : Rathbun Lake supplies water to the Rathbun Regional Water Assodation 
(RRWA). The RRWA provides 7 million gallons of water daily to over 70,000 people in 18 
counties in Southern Iowa and Northern Missouri. Rathbun Lake also provides recreation 
opportunities to over one million visitors annually, flood protection for 150,000 acres of land, fish 
and wildlife habitat in the 1 1 ,000-acre lake and on 21 ,000 acres of adjacent public lands, and 
downstream water quality improvement. The watershed of Rathbun Lake includes over 354,000 
acres. There are approximately 27,000 acres of floodplain in the watershed. The entire 
watershed has been subdivided into 61 sub-watersheds ranging in size from approximately 
2,589 acres to 16,430 acres. Twenty-two of these sub-watersheds have been identified as 
priority hydrologic units in terms of the amount of sediment that they contribute to Rathbun 
Lake. The consequences of increased erosion include: significant degradation of in-stream and 
lake habitat for fish and aquatic organisms, increased water treatment costs, and reduced 
sediment storage in Rathbun Lake. This project will identify locations for over 200 structures 
(small ponds or wetlands) that will reduce the amount of sediment delivered to Rathbun Lake 
while increasing wildlife habitat, aquatic habitat, water quality in Rathbun Lake, and wetland 
acreage in the watershed. 

FY 2010 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 

Feasibilltv 

D&l Phase 

Estimated Federal Cost 

$1,010,000 

$ 3,932,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 

0 

$ 2,597,000 

Cash $1,010,000 


$ 6,529,000 

Other 

0 

0 

Total Estimated Cost 

$1,010,000 

$ 6,529,000 

Allocation thru FY 2008 

$ 792,000 

0 

Allocation for FY 2009 

$ 103,000 

0 

Recovery Act Allocations To Date 

0 

0 

Allocation for FY 2010 

$ 115,000 

0 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 

0 

3,932,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 

N/A 

N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Funds are being used to complete the feasibility study in December 
2010 . 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : Feasibility Phase December 2010. 

OTHER INFORMATION : This project supports future efforts to sustain the habitat value of the 
selected watersheds. The project would also assist local land owners in stabilizing eroding 
streams. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Senator Harkin (lA), Senator Grassley (lA), Representative 
Boswell {IA-03), and Representative Loebsack (IA-02) 

DISTRICT : Kansas City 


1 February 2010 
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FACT SHEET 

CONTINUING AUTHORITIES PROGRAM, Section 1135 
Enacted Project 

BUSINESS LINE: Environment 

PROJECT NAME AND STATE : Dairy Creek, OR 

LOCATION: Dairy Creek and Sturgeon Lake are located on Sauvie Island in northwest 
Multnomah County in Oregon and is bounded by the Columbia River to the east and Multnomah 
Channel to the West. 

DESCRIPTION: The project will permanently open up the Dairy Creek channel to improve 
water circulation to and within Sturgeon Lake. 

AUTHORIZATION : Section 1 135 of the 1986 Water Resources Development Act, as amended. 


FY2010 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA: Feasibilitv 

D&l 

Phase 

Estimated Federal Cost 

$158,000 

$700,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 

$ 50,000 

$267,000 

Cash 



Other 

$50,000 

$267,000 

Total Estimated Proiect Cost 

Allocations thru FY 2008 

$218,000 

$8:ooo 

$967,000 

0 

Allocation for FY 2009 

0 

0 

Recovery Act Allocations To Date 

0 

0 

Allocation for FY 2010 

$150,000 

0 

Balance to Complete After FY 2010 

0 

$967,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 

N/A 

N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES: Complete Feasibility. 


EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : Feasibility, 2010 

OTHER INFORMATION: The only other entrance point for migrating fish (including white 
Sturgeon, once highly dependant on feeding on spawned out salmon) is the Dairy Creek 
Channel located at the upstream end of the basin. Restoration measures would permanently 
open up the channel to improve water circulation to and within Sturgeon Lake. Sturgeon Lake 
provides 3,200 acres of wetland lake and off-channel habitat along the Lower Columbia River. It 
is owned by the State of Oregon and managed by Oregon Department of Fish & Wildlife 
(ODFW). It is valued for its rich diversity offish and wiildlife habitat. In addition to providing 
habitat for waterfowl, bald eagles, peregrine falcon and sandhill cranes. Sturgeon Lake is used 
by salmonid juveniles for off-channel feeding during their downriver migration. Natural flows of 
water into this basin have been severely restricted by Federal dikes. Due to these dikes, 
salmonid migration is restricted to an entrance at the far downstream end, via the Gilbert River. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Senators Ron Wyden (OR) and Jeff Merkley (OR); 
Representative Earl Blumenauer (OR-3). 

DISTRICT: Portland 


1 February 2010 NWD-66 
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FACT SHEET 

CONTINUING AUTHORITIES PROGRAM, Section 206 
Enacted Project 


BUSINESS LINE : Environment 
PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Goose Creek, CO 

AUTHORIZATION : Section 206, Water Resources Development Act of 1996, (PL 104-303), amended 

LOCATION : This project is located in the City of Boulder, Colorado. The study area extends from 
immediately upstream of Foothills Parkway to the confluence with Boulder Creek and encompasses 
approximately 4,000 feet of South Goose Creek as well as Cottonwood Pond. 

DESCRIPTION : This project will restore a historic aquatic habitat for the benefit of fish and wildlife 
resources. Riparian habitat is relatively rare on the high plains of Colorado, yet it is vital to many native 
and migratory species. Specific measures to be evaluated include the reconstruction of a stable natural 
channel, restoration of aquatic habitat in the stream and pond, re-vegetation, restoration and 
improvement of wetlands within the channel, and best management practices at storm sewer outfalls. 


FY2010 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 

Feasibllitv 

D&l Phase 

Estimated Federal Cost 

$ 642,000 

$ 1,302,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 

0 

$ 1,047,000 

Cash 

0 

0 

Other 

0 

$1,047,000 

Total Estimated Cost 

$ 642,000 

$ 2,349,000 

Allocation thru FY 2008 

$ 360,000 

0 

Allocation for FY 2009 

$ 205,000 

$ 50,000 

Recovery Act Allocations To Date 

0 

0 

Allocation for FY 2010 

$ 77,000 

0 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 

0 

$ 1,252,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 

N/A 

N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Complete the draft feasibility report, secure permits, conduct the Alternatives 
Formulation Briefing with Northwestern Division, complete public involvement and incorporate comments, 
finalize cost estimates, and finalize the report for Division approval. Initiate the Design and 
Implementation Phase with the preparation of a Project Management Plan (PMP), negotiate and execute 
a Project Partnership Agreement (PPA), and initiate design phase activities. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : The Feasibility Phase will be completed this 
fiscal year. Based upon an approved report, the Design and Implementation Phase and project 
completion may be completed by 2013. 

OTHER INFORMATION : The two degraded reach that is being studied for restoration separates a 
previously restored reach of Goose Creek from Boulder Creek. Restoration of the South 
Goose/Cottonwood Pond will extend a continuous restored riparian corridor along Goose Creek. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Representative Polls, (CO-2), Senators Mark Udall (D-CO), and Michael 
Bennet (D-CO) 

DISTRICT: Omaha 
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FACT SHEET 

CONTINUING AUTHORITIES PROGRAM. Section 1135 
Enacted Project 


BUSINESS LINE : Environment 
PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Mapes Creek, WA 

AUTHORIZATION : Section 1 135, Water Resources Development Act (WRDA) 1986 (P.L. 99- 
662), as amended. 

LOCATION : Mapes Creek is located east of Seattle on Lake Washington. 

DESCRIPTION : Mapes Creek flows through a pipeline discharging into Lake Washington. The 
pipeline's outlet Is 20 feet offshore of Be’er Sheva Park, deep into Lake Washington. The 
creek’s piping and off-shore outlet prevents the development of a natural sediment delta and 
removes critical shallow water habitat. Fresh water flows from the lower end of the creek's 
mouth is used for refuge of migrating juvenile salmon. This project would resurface Mapes 
Creek, creating a meandering stream channel within Be'er Sheva Park. This would provide 400 
feet of stream channel habitat for migrating juvenile salmon. 


FY2010 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 

Feasibilitv 

D&l Phase 

Estimated Federal Cost 

$993,000 

$1,775,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 

0 

$ 594,000 

Cash 

0 

TBD 

Other 

0 

TBD 

Total Estimated Cost 

$ 993,000 

$ 2,369,000 

Allocation thru FY 2008 

$ 535,000 

0 

Allocation for FY 2009 

$ 283,000 

0 

Recovery Act Allocations To Date 

0 

0 

Allocation for FY 2010 

$125,000 

0 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 

$ 50,000 

$1,775,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 

N/A 

N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Continue the Feasibility Phase and complete the 35% design of the 
recommended plan. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : Feasibility Phase, 201 1 

OTHER INFORMATION : Restoration of Mapes Creek would directly address several of the 
factors which contribute to the decline of Endangered Species Act listed Puget Sound Chinook 
salmon. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Representative Jim McDermott (WA-7): Senators Patty 
Murray (D-WA) and Maria Cantwell (D-WA) 

DISTRICT: Seattle 
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FACT SHEET 

CONTINUING AUTHORITIES PROGRAM, Section 1135 
Enacted Project 


BUSINESS LINE : Environment 
PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Prison Farm, ND 

AUTHORIZATION: Section 1 135, Water Resources Development Act of 1986, as amended 

LOCATION : The State Prison Farm Site is in Burleigh County, North Dakota, just south of 
Bismarck 


DESCRIPTION: The project reach is approximately 10,000 feet long and lies on the left 
descending bank of the Missouri River between river miles 1308.4 and 1310.6. It is impacted by 
the backwater effects of Lake Oahe. The site has undergone much bank erosion and loss of 
vegetation. Also, past development has cleared floodplain forest habitat and degraded 
river oxbow backwater habitat. Wetlands in the floodplain have little open water area and 
diminished connection with the river and Lake Oahe. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA Feasibility 
Estimated Federal Cost 
Estimated Non-Federal Cost 
Cash 
Other 

Total Estimated Cost 

Allocation thru FY 2008 
Allocation for FY 2009 
Recovery Act Allocations To Date 
Allocation for FY 2010 
Balance to Complete after FY 2010 
Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 


FY 2010 


D&l 

Phase 

$ 790,000 

$ 2,900,898 

0 

$ 1,230,299 

0 

$ 1,230,299 

0 

0 

$ 790,000 

$4,131,197 

$610,000 

0 

$110,000 

0 

0 

0 

$ 70,000 

$ 50,000 

0 

$ 2,850,898 

N/A 

N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Complete the draft feasibility report, secure permits, conduct the 
Alternatives Formulation Briefing with Northwestern Division, complete public involvement and 
incorporate comments, finalize cost estimates, and finalize the report for Division approval. 
Initiate the Design and Implementation Phase with the preparation of a Project Management 
Plan (PMP), negotiate and execute a Project Partnership Agreement (PPA), and initiate design 
phase activities. 


EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : The Feasibility Phase will be 
completed this fiscal year. 

OTHER INFORMATION : The objective of this study is to identify an optimized habitat 
improvement project, which will incidentally meet the sponsor’s objectives for bank stabilization, 
although bank stabilization is not a Corps priority or program purpose. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Representative Pomeroy (ND-AL), Senators Dorgan (D-ND) 
and Conrad (D-ND) 

DISTRICT: Omaha 


1 February 2010 
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FACT SHEET 

CONTINUING AUTHORITIES PROGRAM, Section 206 
Enacted Project 


BUSINESS LINE : Environment 
PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Twin Falls, ID 

AUTHORIZATION : Section 206 of Water Resources Development Act (WRDA) 96, as 
amended (continuing authority). 

LOCATION : This environmental restoration project is located in the Auger Falls property owned 
by the City of Twin Falls in Idaho. 

DESCRIPTION : Will restore and rehabilitate a reach of the Perrine Coulee drainage at Auger 
Falls site impaired by irrigation activity by using excess water from phosphate reduction project 
(water quality improvement project for Middle Snake River undertaken by the sponsor). 


FY 2010 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 

Feasibility 

D&i Phase 

Estimated Federal Cost 

$ 462,000 

$ 

738,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 

0 

$ 

646,200 

Cash 

0 


0 

Other 

0 

$ 

646,200 

Total Estimated Cost 

$ 462,000 

$1 

,384,200 

Allocation thru FY 2008 

$ 262,000 


0 

Allocation for FY 2009 

$ 100,000 


0 

Recovery Act Allocations To Date 

0 


0 

Allocation for FY 2010 

0 


0 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 

$ 100,000 

$ 

738,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 

N/A 


N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : A task order will be awarded for the completion of the feasibility report. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : Feasibility Phase will complete in 
FY1 1 contingent on Federal funding. 

OTHER INFORMATION : None. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Congressman Simpson (ID-2); Senators Risch and Crapo (ID). 
DISTRICT: Walla Walla 
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FACT SHEET 

CONTINUING AUTHORITIES PROGRAM, Section 1135 
Enacted Project 


BUSINESS LINE : Environment 
PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Two Rivers 1135, WA. 

AUTHORIZATION : Section 1 135 of Water Resources Development Act (WRDA) 86, as 
amended (continuing authority). 

LOCATION : This environmental restoration project is located in the McNary pool near the Two 
Rivers park near Pasco, Washington. 

DESCRIPTION : The proposed work would provide in-water rearing areas for juvenile 
salmonids and provide resting areas for migrating adult salmonids. The leeward side of the 
source island may be able to be shaped such that it creates a submerged, shallow water bench 
with a sand and small gravel bottom for fall Chinook rearing and possibly creating an 
embayment via an indentation of the existing shoreline. Benton County is the project sponsor. 


FY2010 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA Fea.sibilitv 


D&l 

Phase 

Estimated Federal Cost 

$ 

310,000 

$ 2,390,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 


0 

$ 900,000 

Cash 


0 

0 

Other 


0 

$ 900,000 

Total Estimated Cost 

$ 

310,000 

$ 3,290,000 

Allocation thru FY 2008 

$ 

110,000 

0 

Allocation for FY 2009 

$ 

200,000 

0 

Recovery Act Allocations To Date 


0 

0 

Allocation for FY 2010 


0 

0 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 


0 

$ 2,390,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 


N/A 

N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : A task order will be awarded for the completion of the feasibility report. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : Feasibility Phase will complete in 
FY11. 

OTHER INFORMATION : None. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Congressman Doc Hastings (WA-4), Senators Murray 
and Cantwell (WA). 

DISTRICT: Walla Walla 


1 February 2010 
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FACT SHEET 

CONTINUING AUTHORITIES PROGRAM, Section 1135 
Enacted Project 


BUSINESS LINE : Environment 
PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Union Slough, WA 

AUTHORIZATION : Section 1135, Water Resources Development Act (WRDA) 1986 (P.L. 99- 
662), as amended. 

LOCATION : The project is located just north of the City of Everett, Washington, in the 
Snohomish River Delta, approximately 30 miles north of Seattle. 

DESCRIPTION : The project restores about 100 acres of intertidal habitat to the Snohomish 
River Delta. The project features include a set-back levee around the project area, three 
breaches in the old levee along the Union Slough section of the Snohomish River delta, and 
bridges across the three breaches in order to maintain a multi-use path along the old levee top. 


FY2010 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 

Feasibilitv 

D&l Phase 

Estimated Federal Cost 

$ 365,000 

$ 3,939,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 

0 

$ 1,125,000 

Cash 

0 

TBD 

Other 

0 

TBD 

Total Estimated Cost 

$365,000 

$ 5,064,000 

Allocation thru FY 2008 

$365,000 

$3,013,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 

0 

$301,000 

Recovery Act Allocations To Date 

0 

0 

Allocation for FY 2010 

0 

$ 625,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 

0 

0 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 

N/A 

N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Complete design and construction as needed to correct existing 
deficiencies by removing bridges, restoring wetlands to achieve the functionality of estuary, and 
re-routing the pathway. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : D&l Phase, 2010 

OTHER INFORMATION : Erosion at both of the new bridges is an ongoing problem. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Representative Rick Larsen (WA-2); Senators Patty Murray 
(D-WA) and Maria Cantwell (D-WA) 

DISTRICT: Seattle 


1 February 2010 
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ENVIRONMENTAL 

INFRASTRUCTURE 
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CONSTRUCTION 
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FACT SHEET 
CONSTRUCTION 
Enacted Project 

BUSINESS LINE: Environmental Infrastructure 
PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Rural Idaho, ID 

AUTHORIZATION : Section 595 of WRDA 1999, PL 106-53, as modified by Sec 126 of the 
2003 Omnibus Appropriation Act. 

LOCATION: Multiple sites 

DESCRIPTION : The primary objective of this program is to assist State of Idaho rural 
communities with design and/or construction of water-related environmental infrastructure and 
resource protection and development projects. 


FY2010 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA : Constructio n 

Estimated Federal Cost $55,000,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost: $13,750,000 

Cash $13,750,000 

Other $0 

Total Estimated Project Cost $68,750,000 


Allocation thru FY 2008 $16,456,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 $5,000,000 

Recovery Act Allocations to Date $9,590,000 

Allocation for FY 2010 $3,875,000 

Balance to Complete After FY 2010 $20,079,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% NA 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES: It is anticipated that approximately six new partnership agreements will 
be signed during this fiscal year consisting of two design, three design and construction, and 
one construction agreement. Concurrently, progress on design and/or constmction of the eight 
new starts within the past year, plus three previous projects will continue. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE: Phase will complete in FY1 5. 

OTHER INFORMATION : The Corps works with Idaho Department of Environmental Quality, 
Idaho Department of Commerce and Labor, and USDA-Rural Development to develop funding 
strategies for the projects which are intended to result in the necessary funding at the right time 
for environmental infrastnjcture projects within rural Idaho. 


CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Congressmen Minnick (ID-I ) and Simpson (ID-2): Senators 
Crapo and Risch (ID). 

DISTRICT: Walla Walla 


1 February 2010 
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FACT SHEET 
CONSTRUCTION 
Enacted Project 

BUSINESS LINE : Environmental Infrastructure 
PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Rural Montana, MT 

AUTHORIZATION: Section 595 of WRDA 1999, PL 106-53 as amended. 

LOCATION: Communities located in the State of Montana 

DESCRIPTION: Provide design and construction assistance to non-Federal interests to carry 
out water-related environmental infrastructure and resource protection and development 
projects in rural Montana. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA: 
Estimated Federal Cost 
Estimated Non-Federal Cost: 

Cash 

Other 

Total Estimated Project Cost 


FY 2010 
Construction 
$75,000,000 
25,000,000 
25,000,000 
0 

$100,000,000 


Allocations thru FY 2008 $14,356,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 4,785,000 

Recovery Act Allocations To Date 5,644,000 

Allocation for FY 2010 4,844,000 

Balance to Complete After FY 201 0 $45,371 ,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% NA 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES: Funds will be used to fund design and construction of projects at congressionally 
named locations and other potentially eligible sites within the authorized program amount. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE: 2019 


OTHER INFORMATION: Work accomplished under this Program is shared between Seattle and Omaha 
District’s within No rthwestem Division. The Di stricts are continuing to coordinate to in sure seamless 
program integration. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Senator Max Baucus (MT), Senator Jon Tester (MT); 
Representative Dennis Rehberg (MT-AL) 

DISTRICT: Omaha 
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OPERATION AND 
MAINTENANCE 
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FACT SHEET 

Operation and Maintenance (O&M) 
Enacted Project 


BUSINESS LINE : Environment 

PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Cheyenne River Sioux Tribe, Lower Brule Sioux Tribe, and State of 
South Dakota Terrestrial Wildlife Habitat Restoration (Title VI Cultural Resources Funding) 

AUTHORIZATION : P.L. 106-53, Water Resources Development Act of 1999 as amended. 

LOCATION : Multiple sites along the Missouri River within the State of South Dakota 

DESCRIPTION : The O&M portion of the project provides for (1 ) provide grants for terrestrial 
wildlife habitat restoration and stewardship plans until establishment of a $165.4 million trust 
fund in the Federal treasury ($108 million for the State and $57.4 million for the Tribes): and (2) 
inventory and stabilization of cultural and historic sites 


FY2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA : O&M 

Estimated Federal Cost $24,733,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost: 0 

Cash 0 

Other 0 

Total Estimated Project Cost $24,733,000 

Allocations thru FY 2008 $18,503,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 1 , 960,000 

Recovery Act Allocations To Date 0 

Allocation for FY 201 0 2,970,000 

Balance to Complete After FY 2010 $1 ,300,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% NA 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Funding will be used to contract with the State and Tribes for inventory 
and stabilization of cultural and historical sites located on the land transferred to the State and 
Tribes. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : 2011 

OTHER INFORMATION : Technical amendments in WRDA 2000 to the original legislation 
required cultural resources site stabilization and stewardship contracts with the State and Tribes 
be funded by O&M funds and be completed no later than 10 years after its enactment. Due to 
the richness of cultural resources and the continual shoreline erosion impacting these sites, 
substantial work is still left to accomplish this goal and may require an extension to the deadline 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Representative Herseth Sandlin, (SD-AL), Senators Thune 
(SD) and Johnson (SD) 

DISTRICT: Omaha 
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FACT SHEET 

Operation and Maintenance (O&M) 
Enacted Project 


BUSINESS LINE : Navigation 

PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Columbia River at Baker Bay, WA 

AUTHORIZATION : River and Harbor Act of 1933, as amended: (east channel) 1935 (main 
channel) 1945 (west Channel) 

LOCATION : Baker Bay is a shallow body of water about 15 square miles on the north side of 
the Columbia River near river mile 3. 

DESCRIPTION : The active west navigation channel is 16’ deep, 150-200 feet wide, and 
approximately 3.2 miles long. This channel provides access to the Port of llwaco. Pacific 
County, WA. 



FY 2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 

O&M 

Estimated Federal Cost 

Ongoing 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 

N/A 

Cash 

N/A 

Other 

N/A 

Total Estimated Cost 

N/A 

Allocation thru FY 2008 

N/A 

Allocation for FY 2009 

$ 520,000 

Recovery Act Allocations To Date 

$ 0 

Allocation for FY 2010 

$ 674,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 

N/A 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 

N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Routine maintenance dredging 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : 30 September 2010 

OTHER INFORMATION : Maintenance dredging is required for safe transit of commercial and 
recreational vessels. The channel serves a U.S. Coast Guard station that perfomns search and 
rescue for the mouth of the Columbia River. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Senator Patty Murray (WA), Senator Maria Cantwell (WA) and 
Representative Brian Baird (WA-3) 

DISTRICT: Portland 
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FACT SHEET 

Operation and Maintenance (O&M) 
Enacted Project 


BUSINESS LINE : Navigation 

PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Columbia River between Chinook and Sand Island, WA 

AUTHORIZATION : Rivers and Harbor Act of: 20 Jun 1938, 3 Sep 1954 and P.L. 75-685 

LOCATION : Located at easterly end of Baker Bay, lying on the north side of the Columbia 
River near river mile 3. 

DESCRIPTION : The authorized channel is 150 feet wide, 10 feet deep and approximately 2 
miles long. This cannel provides access from deep water in the Columbia River to a turning 
basin at Chinook in Pacific Count, WA. 


FY 2010 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 


O&M 

Estimated Federal Cost 


Onqoinq 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 


N/A 

Cash 


N/A 

Other 


N/A 

Total Estimated Cost 


N/A 

Allocation thru FY 2008 


N/A 

Allocation for FY 2009 

$ 

473,000 

Recovery Act Allocations To Date 

$ 

0 

Allocation for FY 2010 

$ 

771,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 

N/A 


Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 


N/A 


FY 2010 A CTIVITIES : Routine maintenance dredging to restore channel access to marina and 
commercial fisheries. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : 30 September 2010 

OTHER INFORMATION : Maintenance dredging is required to provide an adequate channel for 
commercial and recreational vessels. The Port Manager reports that when dredging is not 
performed during the normal dredging cycle, crab-fishing vessels find it difficult to use the 
channel, except at flood tide. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Senator Patty Murray (WA), Senator Maria Cantwell (WA) and 
Representative Brian Baird (WA-3) 

DISTRICT: Portland 


1 February 2010 
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FACT SHEET 

Operation and Maintenance (O&M) 
Enacted Project 


BUSINESS LINE : Navigation 
PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Depoe Bay, OR 

AUTHORIZATION : Rivers and Harbors Act of: 26 Aug 1937, 2 Mar 1945, Section 107 Project 
in 1960. 

LOCATION : Depoe Bay harbor is located on the Oregon Coast 100 miles south of the 
Columbia River. 

DESCRIPTION : Structures include two breakwaters north of entrance and a retaining wall at 
the boat basin. 



FY2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 

O&M 

Estimated Federal Cost 

Ongoing 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 

N/A 

Cash 

N/A 

Other 

N/A 

Total Estimated Cost 

N/A 

Allocation thru FY 2008 

N/A 

Allocation for FY 2009 

$ 42,800 

Recovery Act Allocations To Date 

$ 127,000 

Allocation for FY 2010 

$ 112,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 

N/A 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 

N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Funding will be used for monitoring the retaining wall and updating 
environmental compliance. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : 30 September 2010 
OTHER INFORMATION : None 

CONGRESSIONAL I NTEREST : Senators Jeff Merkley (OR) and Ron Wyd en (OR), a nd 
Representative Peter DeFazio (OR-4). 

DISTRICT: Portland 
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FACT SHEET 

Operations and Maintenance (O&M) 
Enacted Project 


BUSINESS LINE: Navigation 

PROJECT NAME : Friday Harbor, Washington 

AUTHORIZATION : Section 107 Of the 1960 Rivers and Harbors Act 

LOCATION : The Friday Harbor Marina is in the San Juan Islands of N. Puget Sound. 

DESCRIPTION : Friday Harbor Marina use is primarily recreational w/ith tour vessels seasonally 
using the project. Friday Harbor is a Port of Entry with a U.S. Customs office on the floating 
breakwater. One of the breakwaters is also used as a water port for floatplanes. This federal 
project consists of two floating concrete breakwaters totaling 1 ,600 feet in length protecting the 
marina. The breakwaters are moored in position by and underwater anchorage system of bridge 
ropes, anchor chain and hardware. 


FY2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA ($000 1 O&M 


Estimated Federal Cost $105,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost NA 

Cash NA 

Other NA 

Total Estimated Cost $105,000 

Allocation thru FY 2008 NA 

Allocation for FY 2009 0 

Recovery Act Allocations To Date 0 

Allocation for FY 2010 $105,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 NA 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% NA 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Comprehensive underwater dive team inspection of the anchorage 
system structural components with a report documenting condition including cathodic protection 
system. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : 30 Sep 2010 

OTHER INFORMATION : The last comprehensive inspection report is dated November 2002 
which included a recommendation of three year frequency undenvater inspections. This project 
should be in the FY13 request. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Rep. Larson, WA 02 

DISTRICT: Seattle 


1 February 2010 
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FACT SHEET 

Operations and Maintenance (O&M) 
Enacted Project 


BUSINESS LINE: Navigation 

PROJECT NAME : Grays Harbor and Chehalis River — Coastal Modeling System, WA 

AUTHORIZATION : The Rivers and Harbors Act of 30 August 1935 and Section 202 of WRDA 
1986 


LOCATION : Grays Harbor is located in southwest coast of Washington state. 

DESCRIPTION : The project’s 24-mile long channel serves deep-draft commerce to the Port of 
Grays Harbor and facilities at the cities of Aberdeen, Hoquiam and Cosmopolis. The deep-draft 
channel is secured by a complex system of coastal structures including the north and south 
jetties, groin, revetments and timber breakwaters. The North Jetty is at the south end of Ocean 
Shores and the South Jetty is at Westport, near Half Moon Bay. The complex navigation project 
is large with ongoing Federal O&M activities including required dredging on an annual basis. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA ISOOQ I 
Estimated Federal Cost 
Estimated Non-Federal Cost 
Cash 
Other 

Total Estimated Cost 

Allocation thru FY 2008 
Allocation for FY 2009 
Recovery Act Allocations To Date 
Allocation for FY 2010 
Balance to Complete after FY 2010 
Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 


FY2010 

O&M Coastal Modelino 

NA 
NA 
NA 
NA 
NA 

NA 

$ 8,865,000 
$ 1,921,000 

$10,587,000 $ 300,000 

NA 
NA 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : FY1 0 routine O&M dredging and disposal activities consist of two Gov’t 
hopper dredge assignments in April-May for the ESSAYONS and YAQUINA plus continued 
inner harbor clamshell maintenance dredging under option year two of a contract with American 
Construction, Inc. Routine coordination will address contingent interim action sand placement 
to preserve the breach fill until a LTMS alternative is implemented. Crab mitigation strategy is 
being revisited relative to continued oyster shell placement or other mitigation activities. ERDC 
modeling is underway to assess the fate of disposed dredged materials and also to compliment 
a Port-proposed channel deepening study to including consideration of sea level rise. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : September 30, 2010. 


OTHER INFORMATION : None 
CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Rep. Dicks, WA06 


DISTRICT : Seattle 
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FACT SHEET 

Operation and Maintenance (O&M) 
Enacted Project 


BUSINESS LINE : Navigation 
PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Port Orford, OR 

AUTHORIZATION : The Rivers and Harbor Act of 1965, as amended, the Water Resources 
Development Act of 1992 and the Rivers and Harbor Act of 1950, P.L. 89-298 

LOCATION : Port Orford is located on the southern Oregon coast 250 miles south of the 
Columbia River. 

DESCRIPTION : The project consists of a 550-foot stone breakwater protecting the Port dock, 
and a channel 750 feet long, 90 feet wide and 16 feet deep adjacent to the dock with access to 
deep water. 



FY2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 

O&M 

Estimated Federal Cost 

Ongoing 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 

N/A 

Cash 

N/A 

Other 

N/A 

Total Estimated Cost 

N/A 

Allocation thru FY 2008 

N/A 

Allocation for FY 2009 

$ 379,000 

Recovery Act Allocations To Date 

$ 295,000 

Allocation for FY 2010 

$ 38,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 

N/A 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 

N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Funding will be used to continue jetty monitoring and project condition 
surveys. ARRA funds will be used to continue the Major Maintenance Report for the 
Breakwater. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : N/A 

OTHER INFORMATION : The breakwater is in an active state of failure. There is a 100 foot 
breach in the breakwater now. This is creating unsafe conditions for vessels in the harbor, and 
creating infill in the channel. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Senator Jeff Merkley (OR), Senator Ron Wyden (OR) and 
Representative Peter DeFazio (OR-4) 

DISTRICT: Portland 


1 February 2010 
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FACT SHEET 

Operation and Maintenance (O&M) 
Enacted Project 


BUSINESS LINE : Navigation 
PROJECT/STUDY NAME: Skipanon Channel, OR 

AUTHORIZATION : The Rivers and Harbor Act of 1930, as amended 1937 for channel 
extension and 1948 for mooring basin. 

LOCATION : Skipanon Channel is located on the Oregon side for the Columbia River, about 
10.5 miles upstream of the Columbia River Mouth. 

DESCRIPTION : Skipanon Channel is an inner-tidal watenway extending south 2.7 miles from 
deep water in the Columbia River. 



FY 2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 

O&M 

Estimated Federal Cost 

Ongoing 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 

N/A 

Cash 

N/A 

Other 

N/A 

Total Estimated Cost 

N/A 

Allocation thru FY 2008 

N/A 

Allocation for FY 2009 

$ 4,900 

Recovery Act Allocations To Date 

$ 0 

Allocation for FY 2010 

$ 6,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 

N/A 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 

N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Funding will be used to perform essential real estate compliance 
activities. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : 30 September 201 0 
OTHER INFORMATION : None. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Senator Jeff Mei1<ley (OR), Senator Ron Wyden (OR) and 
Representative Peter DeFazio (OR-4) 

DISTRICT: Portland 


1 February 2010 


NWD-85 
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FACT SHEET 

Operation and Maintenance (O&M) 
Enacted Project 


BUSINESS LINE : Navigation 

PROJECT/STUDY NAME: Tillamook Bay and Bar, OR 

AUTHORIZATION : River and Harbor Act of 1912, as amended (N. jetty and dredging), 1913 
(16’ channel), 1965 (S. jetty) 

LOCATION : On the Oregon Coast about 50 miles south of the Columbia River 

DESCRIPTION : Two stone jetties at entrance: 16 foot entrance channel; and a 12 foot deep 
100 foot wide 1 ,200 foot long channel from deep water into the Garibaldi Boat Basin. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA fSOOO) 

FY2010 

O&M 


FY2010 
Repair North 
Jettv Repair 

Estimated Federal Cost 

Ongoing 

$ 

16,000,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 

N/A 

$ 

0 

Cash 

N/A 

$ 

0 

Other 

N/A 

$ 

0 

Total Estimated Cost 

N/A 

$ 

16,000,000 

Allocation thru FY 2008 

N/A 

$ 

1 ,850,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 

$ 655,000 

$ 

0 

Recovery Act Allocations To Date 

$ 0 

$ 

15,158,000 

Allocation for FY 2010 

$ 48,000 

$ 

0 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 

N/A N/A 



Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 

N/A 


N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Funding will be used for jetty monitoring, real estate management & 
compliance Inspection. ARRA funds will be used to repair the north jetty. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : 30 September 2010 

OTHER INFORMATION : None. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Senator Ron Wyden, (OR), Senator Jeff Merkley, (OR) and 
Representative, Kurt Schrader (OR-5). 

DISTRICT: Portland 


1 February 201 0 
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FACT SHEET 
INVESTIGATIONS 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE : N/A 

PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Hawaii Water Resources Management, HI (Planning Assistance to States) 

AUTHORIZATION : Section 22 of the Water Resources Development Act (WRDA) of 1 974 (P.L. 93-251 ), as 
amended 

LOCATION : State of Hawaii 

DESCRIPTION : Develop a coordinated Statewide Water Conservation Plan/Framework for all counties. 
Establish realistic water conservation goals in all water use sectors. Develop comprehensive analysis and 
recommendations for improvements of current water conservation measures to be implemented in the State. 


FY2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA PAS 

Estimated Federal Cost $270,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 270,000 

Cash 270,000 

Other 0 

Total Estimated Cost 540,000 

Allocation thru FY 2009 0 

Allocation for FY 2010 270,000 

Budget Estimate FY 201 1 0 

Allocation for FY 201 1 0 

Balance to Complete after FY 2011 0 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% n/a 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : After execution of the cost sharing agreement and receipt of sponsor funds FY10 funds 
will be used to coordinate with state officials to develop a water resources plan and strategy for the State of 
Hawaii. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : n/a 
OTHER INFORMATION : None 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Senator Daniel K. Inouye (HI) 

DISTRICT : Honolulu 


1 Pebru8iy2010 
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FACT SHEET 
INVESTIGATIONS 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE : N/A 

PROJECT/STUDY NAME : South Maui Watershed, HI (Planning Assistance to States) 

AUTHORIZATION : Section 22 of the Water Resources Development Act (WRDA) of 1974 (P.L 93-251 ), as 
amended 

LOCATION : Island of Maui, Hawaii 

DESCRIPTION : Develop a watershed-based strategy for address riverine flooding and interior storm drainage, 
while minimizing impacts to nearshore waters from Kihei to Makana, on the island of Maui. 


FY2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA PAS 

Estimated Federal Cost $100,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 100,000 

Cash lOoioOO 

Other 0 

Total Estimated Cost 200,000 

Allocation thru (BY-2 FY09) 0 

Allocation for (BY-1 FY10) 300,000 

Budget Estimate (BY FY1 1 ) 0 

Allocation for (BY FY11) 0 

Balance to Complete after (BY FY1 1 ) 0 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% N/A 


FY 201 0 ACTIVITIES : FY10 funds are being used to initiate the technical study contingent upon execution of 
the cost share agreement and receipt of local sponsor funds. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : n/a 

OTHER INFORMATION : None. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Senator Daniel K. Inouye (HI) 

DISTRICT: Honolulu 


1 February 2010 
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FACT SHEET 
INVESTIGATIONS 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE : N/A 

PROJECT/STUDY NAME : State of Hawaii General Flood Control Plan Update, State of Hawaii and Pacific 
Territories (Planning Assistance to States) 

AUTHORIZATION : Section 22 of the Water Resources Development Act (WRDA) of 1 974 fP.L 93-251 ), as 
amended 


LOCATION : State of Hawaii, and the Pacific Territories of Guam, American Samoa, and CNMI 


DESCRIPTION : Funds would be used to conduct the Hawaii General Flood Control Plan Update and initiate 
studies as requested by local government agencies in the State of Hawaii and the Pacific Territories. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA PAS 

Estimated Federal Cost 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 

Cash 

Other 

Total Estimated Cost 


FY2010 

$ 1,^000 
475,000 1/ 
475,000 
0 

1,475,000 


Allocation thru FY 2009 0 

Allocation for FY 2010 1,000,000 

Budget Estimate FY 201 1 0 

Allocation for FY 201 1 0 

Balance to Complete after FY 201 1 0 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% n/a 


1/ Includes cost share waiver of $262,500. Section 1156 of PL 99-662 provides a waiver of local cost sharing 
requirements of up to $200,000 per study in the Pacific Territories. 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : FY10 implementation guidance to be provided prior to initiating study. Upon 
negotiation and execution of the PAS cost sharing agreement and receipt of local sponsor funds as required, 
FY10 funds will be used to develop scopes of work and initiate six PAS studies within Hawaii and the Pacific 
Territories. 


EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : n/a 
OTHER INFORMATION : None. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Senator Daniel K. Inouye (HI) 
DISTRICT : Honolulu 


1 February 2010 
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FACT SHEET 
INVESTIGATIONS 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE : N/A 

PROJECT/STUDY NAME : State of Hawaii Rainfall Atlas (Planning Assistance to States) 

AUTHORIZATION : Section 22 of the Water Resources Development Act (WRDA) of 1 974 fP.L. 93-251 ), as 
amended 

LOCATION : State of Hawaii 

DESCRIPTION : Update of existing State of Hawaii rainfall atlas. The State intends to use the data generated 
by the update of the rainfall atlas to develop predictive rainfall models. 


FY2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA PAS 

Estimated Federal Cost $277,510 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 277,510 

Cash 277^510 

Other 0 

Total Estimated Cost 555,020 

Allocation thru FY 2009 177,510 

Allocation for FY 2010 100,000 

Budget Estimate FY 201 1 0 

Allocation for FY 201 1 0 

Balance to Complete after FY 201 1 0 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% n/a 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES: Contingent upon amendment of the existing cost share agreement and receipt of local 
sponsor funds, FY1 0 funds will be used to broaden the scope of work to include additional analyses of rainfall 
data. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : n/a 
OTHER INFORMATION : None. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Senator Daniel K. Inouye (HI) 

DISTRICT : Honolulu 


1 February 2010 
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FACT SHEET 
INVESTIGATIONS 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS LINE : Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 

PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Waiakea-Patai Streams Flood Risk Management, Hawaii, HI 

AUTHORIZATION : Section 209 of River and Harbor and Flood Control Act of 1962 {PL 87-874) 


LOCATION : The proposed project is located on the island of Hawaii, near Hilo, HI. 

DESCRIPTION : The Waiakea Stream and Palai Stream basins are located in the Hilo area on the Island of Hawaii. The 
Waiakea-Paiai project will look comprehensively at both basins to reduce flood risk. The combined project would afford 
the opportunity to develop flood risk management measures in the shared drainage above Waiakea and Palai streams 
and would provide flood reduction benefits to both areas, theoretically reducing the cost required to mitigate flooding in 
each drainage separately. The public safety benefits are also considerable as past flooding have damaged homes, cut off 
emergency vehicle access, swept cars into the stream, and flooded area playgrounds and ball fields. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 
Estimated Federal Cost 
Estimated Non-Federal Cost 
Ca sh 
Other 

Total Estimated Cost 


FY2010 PEP 

$2,025,000 

675,000 

675,000 

0 

2,700,000 


Allocation thru FY 2009 0 

Allocation for FY 2010 45,000 

/udget Estimate FY 201 1 0 

Allocation for FY 201 1 0 

Balance to Complete after FY 2011 1,980,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% TBD 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : On hold pending outcome of feasibility study being completed under the Continuing Authorities 
Program. 


EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : TBD. 


OTHER INFORMATION : Separate studies of Waiakea Stream and Palai Stream are being conducted under Section 205 
(Flood Control Act of 1 948) of the Continuing Authorities Program (CAP). The feasibility reports for Waiakea and Palai 
Stream are being completed separately under the CAP program with completion of the reports expected In FY10. 
Preliminary findings of the separate feasibility studies that have been communicated with the sponsor's representative 
indicate there is a high likelihood that the economic feasibility will r)ot be favorable without combining the projects into a 
single large project and that the project costs would exceed the Federal statutory limitation for the CAP. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTE REST : Se nalor Da niel Inouye (HI), Senate r Daniel Akaka (HI), Representative Neil 
Abercrombie HI-1, and Representative Mazle Hirono HI-2 


DISTRICT : Honolulu 


1 Fetmjarv 2010 
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FACT SHEET 
INVESTIGATIONS 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 


PB OJECT/STUDY NAME : Waiakea-Palai Streams Flood Risk Management, Hawaii, HI 
AUTHORIZATION: Section 209 of River and Harder and Flood Control Act of 1962 (PL 87-874) 
LOCATION : The proposed project is located on the island of Hawaii, near Hilo, HI. 


DE.§fiBIPTION: The Waiakea Stream and Palai Stream basins are located in the Hilo area on the Island of Hawaii. The 
Waiakea-Palai project will look comprehensively at both basins to reduce flood risk. The combined project would afford 
the opportunity to develop flood risk management measures in the shared drainage above Waiakea and Palai streams 
and would provide flood reduction benefits to both areas, theoretically reducing the cost required to mitigate flooding in 
each drainage separately. The public safety benefits are also considerable as past flooding have damaged homes, cut off 
emergency vehicle access, swept cars into the stream, and flooded area playgrounds and ball fields. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAI OATA 
Estimated Federal Cost 
Estimated Non-Federal Cost 
Ca sh 
Other 

Total Estimated Cost 


FY2010 PEP 

$2,025,000 

675,000 

675,000 

0 

2,700,000 


Allocation thru FY 2009 0 

Allocation for FY 201 0 45,000 

Budget Estimate FY 2011 0 

Allocation for FY 201 1 0 

Balance to Complete after FY 201 1 1 ,980,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% ’ tbD 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Implementation guidance being developed. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : TBD. 

OTHER INFORMATION: Separate studies of Waiakea Stream and Palai Stream are being conducted under Section 205 
(Flood Control Act of 1948) of the Continuing Authorities Program (CAP). The feasibility reports for Waiakea and Palai 
Stream are being completed separately under the CAP program with completion of the reports expected in FY10. 
Preliminary findings of the separate feasibility studies that have been communicated with the sponsor’s representative 
indicate there is a high likelihood that the economic feasibility will not be favorable without combining the projects into a 
single large project and that the project costs would exceed the Federal statutory limitation for the CAP. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTE REST : Se nator Da niel Inouye (HI), Senate r Daniel Akaka (HI), Representative Neil 
Abercrombie HI-1 , and Representative Mazie Hirono HI-2 


DISTRICT : Honolulu 


1 February 2010 
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FACT SHEET 
INVESTIGATIONS 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE : Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 
PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Wailupe Stream Flood Damage Reduction, Oahu, HI 
AUTHORIZATION : Section 209 of River and Harbor and Flood Control Act of 1 962 (PL 87-874) 

LOCATION : Wailupe Stream is located approximately eight miles southeast of the city of Honolulu in eastern Oahu. 


DESCRIPTION : The 100-year flood plain encompasses nearly 850 structures within the Aina Haina residential 
community. Wailupe Stream flows beneath Kalanianaoie Highway, which is the major transportation link between East 
Oahu and the city of Honolulu and is subject to severe traffic disruption during flood events. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA PEP 
Estimated Federal Cost 
Estimated Non-Federal Cost 
Ca sh 
Other 

Total Estimated Cost 


FY 2010 

$37^,000 

1,151,000 

1.151.000 
0 

4.606.000 


Allocation thru FY2009 2, 1 39,000 

Allocation for FY 201 0 1 57,000 

Budget Estimate FY201 1 300,000 

allocation for FY201 1 0 

Balance to Complete after FY201 1 859,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% TBD 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : FY1 0 funds are being used to amend the existing cost sharing agreement to expand the study 
scope to include analysis of ecosystem restoration as agreed to by the sponsors In FY09. Additional activities include 
awarding a contract to evaluate ecosystem restoration; expand hydraulic analysis; and continue preparation of NEPA 
documents in order to complete the decision document. 


EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : The decision document is estimated to be completed by end 
ofFYII. 


OTHER INFORMATION : The project is being expanded to include analysis of ecosystem restoration as a project purpose 
and will delay completion of the decision document. The Design Agreement is being amended to reflect the additional 
funding and extended schedule needed to complete the study. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Senator Daniel K. Inouye (HI) 

DISTRICT : Honolulu 


1 February 2010 
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CONSTRUCTION 
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FACT SHEET 
CONSTRUCTION 
Enacted Projects 

BUSINESS LINE : Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 
PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Alaska Coastal Erosion, Alaska 
AUTHORIZATION : Section 1 1 6 of Public Law 1 11-85. 

LOCATION : The Alaska Coastal Erosion projects are located at the communities of Kivalina, Newtek, Shishmaref, 
Koyukuk, Barrow, Kaktovik, Point Hope. Unalakleet, and Bethel. Alaska. 

DESCRIPTION : The project scope at each community is to determine the effects of erosion, gather field data, define 
appropriate solutions, and develop Project Partnership Agreements for construction, prepare construction documents and 
execute the construction. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 
Estimated Federal Cost 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 
Cash 
Other 

Total Estimated Cost 


FY2010 Construction 

$200,350,000 1/ 

77.200.000 

76.200.000 

1,000,000 2/ 

277,550,000 


Allocation thru FY 2009 58,579,000 

Allocation for FY 2010 921,000 

Budget Estimate 201 1 0 

(bcation 201 1 0 

Balance to complete after FY 201 1 140,850,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% N/A 


Based on estimated cost to complete studies, and present estimated cost of solutions 
1/ for the nine communities, at a 65% federal, 35% non-federal <X)st share. 


2/ Estimated value of real estate to be provided by the communities. 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Implementation guidance for Section 116 is currently under development. Contingent upon 
implementation guidance FY2010 funds will be used to continue studies and complete ongoing construction. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : Each community is a separable portion of the work. 
Dependent upon funding, Unalakleet, Shishmaref, and Kivalina a)uld all be complete in 2013. The remaining six 
communities could be completed by 2017, again dependent upon funding. 

OTHER INFORMATION : Alaska Coastal Erosion was Initiated under a prior authorization (Section 1 17. PL 108-447) 
which provided 100% Federal funding. This authorization was repealed in FY2009, PL 111-8. Section 116 provides 
authorization for this work as a 65% Federal/35% Local funding match. New or amended agreements for each 
community will be required. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Senator Murkowski (AK), Senator Begich (AK), Congressman Young (AK-I) 
DISTRICT : Alaska 


1 February 2010 


POD-13 


54862B 



3100 


FACT SHEET 
CONSTRUCTION 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE : Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 
PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Hawaii Water Management, HI 

AUTHORIZATION : Consolidated Appropriations Act. 2001, as enacted by Section 1(a)(4) of Public Law 106-554. 

LOCATION : The project will repair publicly-owned irrigation systems on the islands of Oahu and Kauai, State of Hawaii. 

DESCRIPTION : With the decline of the sugarcane industry in the Slate of Hawaii, the existing irrigation systems, which 
were built in the 19*’' century, are in a state of disrepair. Diversified agriculture is an important factor contributing to both 
the economic stability and food security of Hawaii. These systems continue to play a valuable role in sustaining and 
encouraging new and diversified agriculture. 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA f$QQQ) FY2Q10 CONSTRUCTION 


Estimated Federal Cost 

$17,355,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 

9,345,000 

Ca sh 

9,345,000 

other 

0 

Total Estimated Cost 

26,700,000 

Allocation thru FY 2009 

6,690,000 

/^location for FY 2010 

2,000,000 

Budget Estimate FY 2011 

0 

Allocation for FY 201 1 

0 

Balance to Complete after FY 201 1 

8.665,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 

N/A 


FY 201 Q ACTIVITIES : Revise the scope of work to address additional design considerations and conduct new analyses 
as required by the Hawaii Dam and Reservoir Safety Act of 2007. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : The Preconstruction Engineering and Design (PED) phase is 
expected to be completed in 2013. Construction completion for the Waiahole, Oahu project is scheduled for 2015. 
Construction completion date for the Kokee, Kauai project Is dependent upon funding availability. Funds would be carried 
over In order to generate sufficient funds needed to award a fully funded construction contract in the future for Waiahole 
and Kokee public irrigation systems. 

OTHER INFORMATION : The Hawaii Dam and Reservoir Safety Act of 2007 created new requirements for evaluation 
and approvals before modifying a State-regulated dam or reservoir. Waiahole Reservoir 155 and Kitano and Puu Lua 
Reservoirs at Kokee are State-regulated dams. The scope of work needs to be modified and additional analyses 
performed to comply with the dam safety law. The local sponsor expects to complete a water-needs assessment for the 
Waiahole reservoirs in March 2010. Information from the assessment will be utilized to determine the scope of further 
investigations for Waiahole. 

Farmers in Hawaii are already faced with high land costs, which are reflected in the cost of produce. Additionally, with the 
numerous water right challenges, there is even a greater need to provide reliable and affordable water supply to maintain 
Hawaii’s emerging diversified agriculture. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Senator Daniel K. Inouye (HI). 

DISTRICT : Honolulu 
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FACT SHEET 
CONSTRUCTION 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE : Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 


PROJECT/STUDY NAME : lao Stream Flood Control, Maui, HI 


AUTHORIZATION : The original project was constructed under Sectton 203 of the Flood Control Act of 1 968 (PL 90-483). 
The design is being conducted, as authorized by the Chief of Engineers by letter report, 28 Mar 1 995. 

LOCATION : The lao Stream Flood Control Project is located in the town of Wailuku on the island of Maui. 

DESCRIPTION : The project was completed as a federally authorized project in October 1981 . The project includes a 
debris basin, a system of diversion levees, and two reaches of channel improvements. The project has prevented an 
estimated $24,200,000 in damages to date. However, high stream flows undermined the levees In late 1981 and again in 
August 1 989. At the request of the County, the Corps conducted an initial authorization study for corrective action in 
accordance with Modification to Completed Projects program. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 
Estimated Federal Cost 
Estimated Non-Federal Cost 
Ca sh 
Other 

Total Estimated Cost 


FY2010 Preconstruction Enaineering and Design fPEDl 
$3,916,000 
0 
0 
0 

3,916,000 


Allocation thru FY 2009 3,416,000 

Allocation for FY 201 0 250,000 

Budget Estimate FY 201 1 0 

Allocation for FY 2011 0 

Balance to Complete after FY 201 1 250,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @7% 1 ,20 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : FY 1 0 funds are being used to continue the Engineering Documentation Report and convert 
analysis to an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : Completion of the PED phase is cuirently scheduled for 
FY2012. 


OTHER INFORMATION : FEMA requires that the existing project be certified to withstand a 1 -percent frequency flood. In 
its present condition, the project is deficient and not certifiable. The County of Maui has an approved Provisionally 
Accredited Levee letter that states the lao Stream levee accreditation will be accomplished in 2010. The remapping 
process to place the houses presently protected by the levees as shown on the effective FEMA flood insurance rate maps 
into the floodplain is scheduled to begin in 201 0. Proposed project modifications will meet the criteria for future 
certification by a registered engineer and accreditation. Additionally, the sponsor, resource agencies, and area 
stakeholders have been working through a contested case for increasing stream flows in lao Stream as flows have been 
diverted for agricultural and drinking water supply. The Commission on Water Resources Management released their 
proposed decision and order to restore in stream flow of approximately 1 3 million gallons a day to lao Stream; restoration 
is pending final decision by the Commission. Due to the extensive comments received on the draft EA and the proposed 
decision to restore in stream flow by the Commission on Water Resources Management, an EIS has been determined to 
be required for the project and will replace the Environmental Assessment. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Senator Daniel K. Inouye (HI), Senator Daniel Akaka (HI), and Representative Mazie 
'Hirono (HI-2). 
biSTRICT : Honolulu 


1 February 2010 
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FACT SHEET 
CONSTRUCTION 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE : Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 
PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Kahuku Storm Damage Reduction Project, Oahu, HI 

AUTHORIZATION : Energy and Water Development and Related Agencies Appropriations Act. 2010 (P L 1 11-85) 

Sec 124. 

LOCATION : The project is located in the community of Kahuku, located on the northeast coast of the island of Oahu, 
approximately 26 road miles from Honolulu. 

DESCRIPTION : The Kahuku Watershed feasibility study focusing on developing flood damage reduction alternatives 
within the Ohia Stream and Hospital Ditch sub-basins was completed in fiscal year 2006 with no economically feasible 
plan identified. The study was terminated due to a finding of “no federal interest”. Drainage problems at the Kahuku High 
School was identified in the feasibility study as a significant problem, however the Corps has no authority to Implement 
interior drainage projects. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 
Estimated Federal Cost 
Estimated Non-Federal Cost 
Ca sh 
Other 

Total Estimated Cost 

Allocation thru FY 2009 
Allocation for FY 2010 
Budget Estimate FY 201 1 
Allocation for FY 201 1 
Balance to Complete after FY 201 1 
Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 


■Y2010 PED 

CONSTRUCTION 

$585,000 

$4,360,000 

0 

2,340,000 

0 

2,340,000 

0 

0 

585,000 

6,700,000 

585,000 

0 

0 

100,000 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

4,260,000 

N/A 

N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Carryover funds will be used to complete pre-construction engineering and design (PED) activities 
at full federal expense as directed in Sec 112 of the Consolidated Appropriations Act. 2008 (PL 101-161). The decision 
document is scheduled for completion in Apr 2010 followed by initiation of Plans and Specifications. The Decision 
Document will follow the structure/format of an Engineering Design Report (EDR), however, excluding the requirement for 
an economic analysis in accordance with the final 2008 Video Teleconference implementation plan. 

No construction work is scheduled for FY2010. Fundswillbe carried over to a ward a fully funded construction contract. 
We anti cipate execution of the Project Partnership Agreem ent (PPA) in May 201 1 subject to receipt of the balance of 
Federal funds and availability of non-Federa! funds for construction. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : Completion of the PED phase is currently scheduled for 
FY201 1 ; Construction is scheduled for completion In FY2012. 

OTHER INF ORMATION : The following Act langu age wa s pro vided unde r the Energy a nd Wate r De velopment a nd 
Related Agencies Appropriations Act, 2010 (P.L.111-85), Sec 124 of the General Provisions: 

The Secretary of the Army is authorized to carry out the project for storm damage reduction, Kahuku, 

Oahu, Hawaii, at a total cost of $6,700,000, with an estimated Federal cost of $4,360,000 and an 
estimated non-Federal cost of $2,340,000. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Senator Daniel K. Inouye (HI) and Representative Mazie Hirono (HI-2). 

DISTRICT : Honolulu 


1 February 2010 
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FACT SHEET 

CONSTRUCTION. GENERAL CONTINUING AUTHORITIES PROGRAM 
Enacted Studies 

BUSINESS LINE : Storm Damage Protection {Sectbn 103) 

PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Shaktoolik Shoreline Protection, Shaktoolik, AK 

AUTHORIZATION : Section 103. 1962 Rivers and Harbors Act (P.L. 87-874), as amended, authorizes Federal 
participation in the cost of protecting the shores of publicly owned property from hurricane and storm damage. 

LOCATION: Shaktoolik is located on the east shore of Norton Sound. It lies 125 miles east of Nome and 33 miles north of 
Unalakieet. 

DESCRIPTION : Shaktoolik is an isolated Malemlut Eskimo village community that is not accessible by any road system 
from another town. Aircraft Is the only mode of year-round transportation to Shaktoolik. Residents utilize ATVs, trucks, 
and boats in the summer and snowmobile and dog sleds in the winter for transportation. Drinking water is pumped from 
the Tagoomenik River from a location downstream of an area referred to as “first bend". Its residents commercially fish 
and mostly live a subsistence lifestyle. The Shaktoolik economy is based on subsistence supplemented by part-time 
wage earnings. Shaktoolik is subject to erosion, and damage by flotsam, during storm events causing surge and high 
waves concurrently. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 

FY 20 10 CAP 

Estimated Federal Cost 

$450,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 

350,000 

Cash 

350,000 

Other 

0 

Total Estimated Cost 

800,000 

Allocation thru FY 2009 

100,000 

Allocation for FY 2010 

80,000 

Budget Estimate 2011 

0 

Allocation 201 1 

0 

Balance to complete after FY 201 1 

270,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 

TBD 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Allocated funds will be used to initiate a Feasibility Report to determine if there is a Federal 
interest in constructing shoreline protection at Shaktoolik. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : FY2013- Feasibility 

OTHER INFORMATION : The Reconnaissance report, approved 24 April 2009. determined that Federal Interest does 
exist in this project with benefits to the Nation including reduced storm damage costs, allowing funds to be put to more 
productive uses such as the improvement or replacement of community infrastructure, increasing time for subsistence and 
other productive activities, and preventing discharge of contaminants to the ecosystem. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST: Senator Murkowski (AK), Senator Begich (AK). Congressman Young (AK-1) 

DISTRICT : Alaska 


1 February 2010 
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FACT SHEET 
INVESTIGATIONS 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE : Navigation 

PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Barbers Point Harbor Modification, Oahu, Hi 
AUTHORIZATION : Section 209 of River and Harbor and Flood Control Act of 1962 (PL 87-874) 

LOCATION : Barbers Point (Kalaeloa) Harbor is a Federally authorized harbor, completed in 1985 and located on the Ewa 
plain along the southwestern coast of the island of Oahu, approximately 20 road miles west of Honolulu. 

DESCRIPTION : The purpose of the modification is to maximize cargo transportation efficiency (ultimately resulting in 
reducing the price of goods to consumers) by deepening the harbor entrance channel and basin to allow for larger 
(deeper draft) vessels to enter the harbor. In addition, a 375-foot jetty is proposed to mitigate cross currents within the 
harbor entrance channel which pose a hazard to navigation. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 
Estimated Federal Cost 
Estimated Non-Federal Cost 
Ca sh 
Other 

Total Estimated Cost 


FY2010 

Feasibility 

$1,851,000 

1.503.000 

1.083.000 
420,000 

3.354.000 


Allocation thru FY 2009 1 ,838,000 

Wlocation for FY 201 0 13,000 

Budget Estimate FY 201 1 0 

Allocation for FY 201 1 0 

Balance to Complete after FY 201 1 1.15 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : FY1 0 activities include conduct Agency Technical Review and Independent External Peer Review 
of Draft Feasibility Report/Supplemental Environmental Impact Statement. 


EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : The feasibility study is scheduled for completion in FY1 1 with 
initiation of the Preconstruction Engineering and Design phase to follow. 

INFORMATION : The harbor continues to take on increasing importance both from a logistics and economics perspective 
as the population on the island of Oahu continues to increase and shift to the west side of the island. The study has been 
designated by the sponsor as its highest planning priority. Preliminary analysis indicates the project is justifiable with an 
estimated project cost of $1 00,1 68,000 and a benefit to cost ratio of 1 .15. 


CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Senator Daniel K. Inouye (HI) 
DISTRICT : Honolulu 


1 February 2010 
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FACT SHEET 
INVESTIGATIONS 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE : N/A 


PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Hawaii Department of Transportation GIS, Oahu, HI (Planning Assistance to 
States), 

AUTHORIZATION : Section 22 of the Water Resources Development Act (WRDA) of 1 974 ( P.L 93-251 ), as 
amended 


LOCATION : State of Hawaii 


DESCRIPTION : Develop geographic information system for the State of Hawaii’s commercial harbors. 


FY2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA PAS 

Estimated Federal Cost $169,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 169,000 

Cash 169,000 

Other 0 

Total Estimated Cost 338,000 

Allocation thru FY 2009 69,000 

Allocation for FY 2010 100,000 

Budget Estimate FY 201 1 0 

Allocation for FY 201 1 0 

Balance to Complete after FY 201 1 0 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% n/a 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Upon amendment of the existing cost sharing agreement and receipt of local sponsor 
funds, FY 1 0 funds will be used to broaden scope of work to include more harbors and other aspects relating to 
commercial harbors in the State of Hawaii 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : n/a 

OTHER INFORMATION : This study is being conducted under a FY08 Congressional Add entitled Honolulu, 
HI. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Senator Daniel K. Inouye (HI) 

DISTRICT: Honolulu 


1 February 2010 
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FACT SHEET 
INVESTIGATION 
Enacted Studies 


BUSINESS LINE : Navigation 

PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Homer Harbor Navigation Improvements, AK 
AUTHORIZATION : Rivers and Harbors In Alaska Resolution, 2 December 1970. 

LOCATION : Homer is a small community in south central Alaska about 125 air miles south of Anchorage and 70 miles 
north of Kodiak. 

DESCRIPTION : Local interests desire a new harbor basin. The ojrrent harbor basin at Port & Harbor of Homer is utilized 
beyond its capacity, with boats rafting 3 and 4 abreast at many locations in the harbor. Additionally, Homer is 
experiencing more demand every year for servicing larger fishing vessels, as a delivery port for these vessels to sell their 
cateh, acquire ice, effect repairs, and for outfitting and provisioning as well as lay up between seasons. A new harbor 
basin dredged to minus 20’ MLLW would not only reduce existing over-capacity and congestion but would also enable 
Port & Harbor of Homer to accommodate the growth in the use of Homer by the commercial fleet. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA ($000^ FY 2010 Feasibility 


Estimated Federal Cost 

$ 

760,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 

$ 

760,000 

Cash 

$ 

. 

Other 

$ 

. 

Total Estimated Cost 

$ 

1,520,000 

Allocation thru FY 2009 

$ 

581,900 

Allocation for FY 2010 

$ 

134,000 

Budget Estimate 201 1 

$ 


Allocation 2011 



Balance to complete after FY 201 1 

$ 

44,100 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 


TBD 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Continue navigation Improvements feasibility study. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : 2011 
OTHER INFORMATION : None. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST: Senator Murkowski (AK), Senator Begich (AK), Congressman Young (AK-1) 
DISTRICT : Alaska 


1 February 2010 
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FACT SHEET 
INVESTIGATION 
Enacted Studies 


BUSINESS LINE : Navigation 

PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Kotzebue Small Boat Harbor, AK 
AUTHORIZATION : Rivers and Harbors in Alaska Resolution, 2 December 1970. 

LOCATION: Kotzebue is on the Baldwin Peninsula in Kotzebue Sound. It is located near the discharges of the Kobuk and 
Noatak Rivers, 549 air miles northwest of Anchorage and 26 miles above the Arctic Circle. 

. Q . ^SCRIPTIQN : Kotzebue relies on marine transportation for most heavy commodities. The community also uses marine 
transportation for commercial fishing, subsistence, and tourism services. Existing support facilities are being impacted by 
uplands construction reducing usable support facilities and landing beach. A reconnaissance study identified possible 
Federal interest in development of a small boat harbor utilizing Swan Lake. The feasibility study will review improved 
small craft support and protection facilities, and potential improvements to lightering fuel and freight from ocean-going 
vessels. 


FY2010 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 

INVESTIGATION 

Estimated Federal Cost 

$700,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 

700,000 

Cash 

700,000 

Other 

. 

Iota! Estimated Cost 

1,400.000 

Allocation thru FY 2009 

90.000 

Allocation for FY 2010 

Budget Estimate 2011 

90,000 

Allocation 201 1 

0 

Balance to complete after FY 201 1 

520,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 

TBD 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES: Coordination with the City of Kotzebue to develop the appropriate agreements for progress of the 
study. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : Dependent upon funding, the feasibility study could be 
completed in 2014. 

OTHER INFORMATION : Shallow depths increase costs for constructing navigation improvements. Kotzebue has a high 
amount of vessel traffic for subsistence fishing and gathering. Barge operations and facilities are being impacted and 
damaged by ice movement during break-up. Local sponsor does not have financial capability to cost share without a 
grant. Ability-to-pay provisions or other legislative relief may be required. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST: Senator Murkowski (AK), Senator Begich (AK), Congressman Young (AK-1) 

DISTRICT : Alaska 


1 February 2010 
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FACT SHEET 
INVESTIGATIONS 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE : Navigation 
PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Maaiaea Harbor, Maui, HI 

AUTHORIZATION : The project is authorized for construction by Section 101 of the Rivers and Harbors Act of 1 968 (PL 
90-483). 

LOCATION : Maaiaea Harbor, originally constructed by the State of Hawaii is located in Maaiaea Bay on the southwest 
coast of Maui, approximately 7 miles south of Wailuku, the county seat of Maui, State of Hawaii. 

DESCRIPTION : The existing entrance channel is open to southerly swells and storm waves that directly enter the harbor 
basin causing damages to the vessels moored inside. The recommended project includes the enlargement, deepening 
and the realignment of the entrance channel and extension of the existing south breakwater to reduce surge and wave 
action within the basin.. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 
Estimated Federal Cost 
Estimated Non-Federal Cost 
Ca sh 
Other 

Total Estimated Cost 


FY 2010 

Preconstniction Enaineerino and Design fPEDI 
$6,319,000 
0 
0 
0 

6,319,000 


Allocation thru FY 2009 5,1 08,000 

Allocation for FY 201 0 181 .000 

Budget Estimate FY 201 1 0 

Allocation for FY 201 1 0 

Balance to Complete after FY 201 1 1,030,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% TBD 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : FY1 0 activities include continuation of the GRR development to include conducting an updated 
carrying capacity analysis, stakeholder involvement and the public EIS scoping meeting and collecting information to 
assist in the development of the GRR scoping meeting package. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : The PED phase is scheduled for completion in FY2013. 

INFORMATION : The final EIS was filed with the EPA on April 28, 1980. A draft supplement EIS (SEIS) was completed in 
July 1994 with a second draft SEIS issued in May 1998. Numerous public and agency comments and concerns were 
raised in regards to the Clean Water Act alternatives analysis, impacts on coral reef and surfing resources. Because of 
the age of the documents, the change in baseline conditions, and the public concerns, a GRR is being developed 
including a reevaluation of alternatives based on updated physical and environmental baseline conditions; the economic 
benefits and costs; the mitigation strategy: and development of a third SEIS to include an increased public involvement 
process. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Senator Daniel K. Inouye (HI) 

DISTRICT : Honolulu 
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INVESTIGATIONS 
Enacted Projects 


BUSINESS LINE : Navigation 

PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Valdez Navigation Improvements. Valdez, Alaska 
AUTHORIZATION : Section 4012, PL 110-114, WRDA 2007 

kQ£.ffll PN : Valdez is located at the extreme northeastern end of Valdez Arm in Port Valdez, approximately 1 1 5 miles 
east of Anchorage. The Valdez port area is located near the head of the bay, with the town site occupying the uplands 
along the north shore, 

DESCRIPTION : The demand for moorage space in the haitxjr far exceeds the existing capacity of 51 0 vessels. Rafting 
during the commercial fishing season has been reported up to eight boats deep on a regular basis. The problem is highly 
seasonal, requiring a large need for transient space primarily during the summer months. 

The draft feasibility report tentatively identifies a feasible plan by constructing a harbor to moor 320 vessels east of the 
Ship Escort Response Vessel Systems (SERVS) dock south of the existing harbor. The current report focuses on the 
commercial and recreational navigation needs in Valdez, The study is scheduled to be completed in 2010, 


Investigations - Preconstruction Engineering and 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA: 

Desiqn (PED) 

Estimated Federal Cost 

$ 900,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 

300,000 

Cash 

300,000 

Other 

_ 

Total Estimated Cost 

1,200,000 

Allocation thru FY 2009 

0 

Allocation for FY 2010 

157,000 

Budget Estimate 2011 

Allocation 2011 

0 

Balance to complete after FY 201 1 

743,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio at 7% 

TBD 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Complete the Feasibility report and Initiate design agreement negotiations. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : Feasibility report - 201 0, PED - 201 1 

OTHER INFORMATION : Section 4012 of WRDA 2007 authorized the project for construction providing a feasible project 
was found. Draft feasibility report findings indicate a feasibility alternative exists. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST: Senator Murkowski (AK), Senator Begich (AK), Congressman Young (AK-1 ) 

DISTRICT : Alaska 


1 February 2010 
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FACT SHEET 
INVESTIGATIONS 
Enacted Studies 


BUSINESS LINE : Navigation 

PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Whittier Small Boat Harbor. Whittier, Alaska 

AUTHORIZATION : Rivers and Harbors in Alaska Resolution, 2 December 1970. Sec. 5007 of WRDA 2007 directed 
expeditious completion of the navigation feasibility study and authorized construction of the harbor improvements project if 
found feasible. 

LOCATION : Whittier is located at the head of Passage Canal in Prince William Sound, approximately 60 miles southeast 
of Anchorage. 

DESCRIPTION : The harbor is over capacity, causing damage to both vessels and facilities. During the busy summer 
season, it also necessitates constant shuffling of boats about the mooring area, and requires operators to take special 
precautions during storms to secure protected moorage. Furthermore, the lack of permanent slips forces some operators 
to move their boats to distant harbors or dry storage when their vessels are not in use. These activities take time and 
labor and raise operating costs. Those problems were exacerbated by the completion of the vehicle tunnel in 2000. A 
navigation feasibility study is underway, and is examining the development of additional moorage and a protected boat 
launch. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 

FY 2010 Feasibilitv 

Estimated Federal Cost 

$1,283,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 

1,283,000 

Cash 

1,283,000 

Other 

- 

Total Estimated Cost 

2,566,000 

Allocation thru FY 2009 

483,000 

Allocation for FY 2010 

134,000 

Budget Estimate 2011 

Allocation 2011 

0 

Balance to complete after FY 201 1 

666,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 

TBD 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Fiscal Year 2010 funds will be used to continue the Phase II tasks to identify the NED Plan; 
including hydraulic and economic analyses, geotechnical and environmental field work including. The size of the project 
may necessitate an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). The Phase II activities conclude v/ith the alternative 
formulation briefing (AFB). 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : Dependent upon funding the feasibility could be completed In 
FY 2013. 

OTHER INFORMATION : The original budget for this feasibility study was approximately $1,300,000 this budget was 
based on performing an Environmental assessment. Project cost are anticipated to increase to a total cost of $2,566,000, 
based on the need for an EIS verses an EA, to meet the additional peer review requirements and to perform additional 
geotechnical work in the feasibility phase. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST: Senator Murkowski (AK), Senator Begich (AK), Congressman Young (AK-1) 

JllSTRICT : Alaska 


1 February 2010 
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CONSTRUCTION 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE; Navigation 

PROJECT/STUDY NAME: Saint Paul Harbor, Alaska 

AUTHORIZATION: Section 101(b)(3) of PL 104-303 (WRDA 1996), as modified by Section 303 of Public Law 106-53 
(WRDA 1 999) and Section 1 05 of PL 1 08-7, (EWDA 2003) 

LOCATION: Saint Paul is located on a narrow peninsula on the southern tip of Saint Paul Island, the largest of five 
islands in the Pribilofs, in the eastern Bering Sea of Alaska. It lies 47 miles north of Saint George Island, 240 miles north 
of the Aleutian Islands, 300 miles west of the Alaska mainland, and 750 air miles west of Anchorage. 

DESCRIPTION: The original harbor was constructed in 1990. The current harbor improvements project includes 
construction of three offshore reefs to protect the main breakwater, deepening of the entrance channel and maneuvering 
basin, construction of other inner harbor improvements and scour protection for the main breakwater, restoration of 
circulation In the salt lagoon, and construction of a small boat hartor. All work has been completed except the small boat 
harbor. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 
Estimated Federal Cost 
Estimated Non-Federal Cost 
Cash 
Other 

Total Estimated Cost 


FY2010 CONSTRUCTION 
$ 65,983,000 
11,818,000 
11,818,000 

77,801,000 


Allocation thru FY 2009 63,149,000 

Allocation for FY 201 0 2,834,000 

Budget Estimate 201 1 

Allocation 201 1 0 

Balance to complete after FY 201 1 0 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 2.0 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES: Fiscal Year 2010 allocation to be used for continuing construction on channels and canals. 
Additionally, these funds will be used for ongoing engineering and design and construction management activities. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE: Construction is scheduled to be completed in FY201 1 . 

OTHER INFORMATION: The small boat harbor contract was awarded 15 May 2009 and construction is to take place in 
2010 . 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Senator Murkowski (AK), Senator Begich (AK), Congressman 
Young (AK-1) 

DISTRICT: Alaska 


1 Februaiy 2010 
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FACT SHEET 
CONSTRUCTION 
Enacted Projects 

BUSINESS LINE : Navigation 

PROJECT NAME : Unalaska Harbor, Alaska (Continuing) 

AUTHORIZATION : Section 314 of Ronald W. Reagan National Defense Authorization Act of 2005, PL 108-375 

LOCATION : Unalaska Harbor is located on Amaknak Island in the Aleutian Chain. It lies 800 air miles from Anchorage 
and 1,700 miles northwest of Seattle. 

DESCRIPTION : The project consists of a 1 80-meter long mbblemound breakwater, a 145-meter long floating breakwater, 
and a second 245-meter floating breakwater. The project would also require the dredging of 31,600 cubic meters of sand 
and gravel and 4,800 cubic meters of rock to complete the local sponsor's moorage basin. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 

FY 2010 Construction 

Estimated Federal Cost 

$22,977,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 

5,553,000 

Cash 

5,358,000 

Other 

195,000 

Total Estimated Cost 

28,530,000 

Allocation thru FY 2009 

9,274,000 

Allocation for FY 2010 

1,453,000 

Budget Estimate 2011 


Allocation 2011 

0 

Balance to complete after FY 201 1 

12,250,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 

1.4 


FY 201 0 ACTIVITIES : Funds appropriated for FY2010 are being used to complete construction contract documents. 
e arliest attainable completion FY for PHASE : Contingent upon funding, construction could be completed in 


OTHER INF.ORMATION: Unalaska's economy is based on commercial fishing, fish processing, and fleet services such 
as fuel, repairs and maintenance, trade, and transportation. The community enjoys a strategic position as the center of a 
rich fishing area, and for transshipment of cargo between Pacific Rim trading partners. The Great Circle shipping route 
from major west coast ports to the Pacific Rim passes within 50 miles of Unalaska. and Dutch Harbor provides a natural 
protection for fishing vessels. Unalaska ranks as the number one port in the nation for seafood volume and value. 

Publicly owned marine facilities in the area do not adequately meet moorage needs at Unalaska. The proposed project 
would provide a protected harbor, which would produce benefits in the form of reduced boat damage, reduced fuel usage, 
and a harbor of refuge for transient vessels. A limited reevaluation report completed in 2009 states that the average 
annual navigation benefits attributable to the project are estimated at $9,341,000. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST: Senator Murkowski (AK), Senator Begich (AK), Congressman Young )AK-1 ) 


DISTRICT : Alaska 


1 February 2010 
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CONSTRUCTION. GENERAL CONTINUING AUTHORITIES PROGRAM 
Enacted Studies 


BUSINESS LINE : Navigation (Section 107) 

PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Elim Navigation Improvements Section 107, Elim, AK, 

AUTHORIZATION : Section 107, River and Harbor Act of 1960 (PL 86-645), as amended for commercial navigation in 
accordance with current policies and procedures governing projects of the same type which are specifically authorized by 
Congress. 

LOCATION: Elim is an Inupiat Eskimo village on the northwest shore of Norton Bay on the Seward Peninsula, 96 miles 
east of Nome. It lies 460 miles northwest of Anchorage. Elim Is in the Cape Nome Recording District. The area 
encompasses 2.4 square mites of land. 

DESCRIPTION : There are approximately 50 vessels In Elim used for transportation, and subsistence and commercial 
fishing. There are no navigation improvements near Elim. In the spring and summer residents sometimes use a naturally 
protected moorage located approximately 10 miles northeast of tf>e (immunity. During the earlier part of the fishing 
season the local road Is impassable and crews from Elim cannot always access their vessels at this naturally protected 
moorage. When crews are unable to reach their vessels they cannot participate in commercial and subsistence fisheries. 
In the winter the vessels must be brought back to Elim arKl stored on shore. Residents experience increased travel costs 
moving vessels around to try to keep them safe. Vessels stored on shore require constant monitoring and experience 
increased wear and tear being pulled up onto land. There are no navigation improvements to facilitate delivery of fuel and 
goods so the costs of this critical activity are also irrcreased. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 

FY 2010 CAP 

Estimated Federal Cost 

$550,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 

450,000 

Cash 

450,000 

Other 

0 

Total Estimated Cost 

1,000,000 

Allocation thru FY 2009 

100,000 

Allocation for FY 201 0 

60,000 

Budget Estimate 201 1 


Allocation 201 1 

0 

Balance to complete after FY 201 1 

390,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 

TBD 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Allocated funds will be used to Initiate a Feasibility Report to determine if there is a Federal 
Interest in constructing Navigation Improvements at Elim. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : FY 2013- Feasibility Study 

OTHER INFORMATION : Elim obtains all of Its fuel by barge, and Its fleet primarily fishes for salmon, crab, and herring. 
CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST: Senator Murkowski (AK), Senator Begich (AK), Congressman Young (AK-1 ) 
DISTRICT : Alaska 


1 February 2010 
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FACT SHEET 

CONSTRUCTION, GENERAL CONTINUING AUTHORITIES PROGRAM 
Enacted Studies 


BUSINESS LINE : Navigation 

PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Gustavus Navigation improvements, Gustavus, AK, 

AUTHORIZATION : Section 107, River and Harbor Act of 1960 (PL 86-645), as amended for commerciai navigation in 
accordance with current poiicies and procedures governing projects of the same type which are specificaily authorized by 
Congress. 

LOCATiON: Gustavus lies on the north shore of Icy Passage af fhe mouth of the Salmon River, 48 air miles northwest of 
Juneau in the St. Elias Mountains. It is surrounded by Glacier Bay National Park and Preserve on three sides and the 
waters of Icy Passage on the south. The community lies at approximately 58.413330" North Latitude and -135.736940° 
West Longitude. (Sec. 12, T040S, R058E, Copper River Meridian.) Freight arrives by barge. 

DESCRIPTION : Small boats and small ferry boats regularly use the Gustavus Dock in the summer. Transient vessels 
have no protected moorage. Locals currently use the Salmon River to moor but are restricted to tidal limits for access and 
egress. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 

FY2010 CAP 

Estimated Federal Cost 

$450,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 

350,000 

Cash 

350,000 

Other 

0 

Total Estimated Cost 

800,000 

Allocation thru FY 2009 

100,000 

Allocation for FY 2010 

100,000 

Budget Estimate 201 1 


Allocation 201 1 

0 

Balance to complete after FY 201 1 

250,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 

TBD 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Pending ASA(CW) approval of the Section 107 fact sheet, allocated funds will be used to initiate a 
Feasibility Report to determine if there Is a Federal interest in constructing Navigation Improvements at Gustavus. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : FY12 if adequate funding is provided. 

OTHER INFORMATION : 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST: Senator Murkowski (AK), Senator Begich (AK), Congressman Young (AK-1 ) 

DISTRICT : Alaska 


1 Febniafy2010 
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FACT SHEET 

CONSTRUCTION, GENERAL CONTINUING AUTHORITIES PROGRAM 
Enacted Studies 


BUSINESS LINE : Navigation 

PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Igiugig Navigation Improvements Section 107, Igiugig, AK, 

AUTHORIZATION : Section 107, River and Harbor Act of 1960 (PL 86-645), as amended for commercial navigation in 
accordance with current policies and procedures governing project of the same type which are specifically authorized by 
Congress. 

LOCATION: Igiugig, Alaska is located on the Kvichak River, near where Lake lllamna flows into the river. It is 50 air miles 
northeast of King Salmon, 48 miles southwest of lliamna, and 250 miles west-southwest of Anchorage. 

DESCRIPTION : Barge traffic travelling to several communities (carrying food, fuel, and supplies ) in the Lake lliamna and 
Lake Clark watersheds must ti'avel the 60 mile Kvichak River from Bristol Bay to Lake lliamna during ^ir weather. With 
safe moorage at Igiugig, operators could transit the Kvichak River and await a weather opening at igiugig saving 
significant time for transportation of goods. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 


FY2010CAP 

Estimated Federal Cost 


$448,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 


350,000 

Cash 


350,000 

Other 


0 

Total Estimated Cost 


798,000 

Allocation thru FY 2009 


38,000 

Allocation for FY 2010 


60,000 

Budget Estimate 2011 

Allocation 2011 

Balance to complete after FY 201 1 


350,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 


TBD 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Subject to ASA(CW) approval of the Section 107 fact sheet, allocated funds will be used to 
prepare a Program Management Plan and to execute a Feasibility Cost Sharing Agreement. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : Eariiest completion of Feasibility provided adequate funding is 
FY12 

OTHER INFORMATION : 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST: Senator Murkowski (AK), Senator Begich (AK), Congressman Young (AK-1) 

DISTRICT : Alaska 


1 FetevaryZOlO 
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FACT SHEET 

CONSTRUCTION, GENERAL CONTINUING AUTHORITIES PROGRAM 
Enacted Studies 


BUSINESS LINE : Navigation 

PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Small Navigation Improvements, lliamna, AK 

AUTHORIZATION : Section 1 07, River and Harbor Act of 1960 (PL 86-645), as amended for commercial navigation in 
accordance with current policies and procedures governing projects of the same type which are specifically authorized by 
Congress. 

LOCATION: lliamna Is located on the northwest side of lliamna Lake, 225 miles southwest of Anchorage. 

DESCRIPTION : The moorage facilities at lliamna are frequently damaged by storms on the 77 mile long Lake lliamna. 
This community serves as a hub for supplying several communities, recreational fishing lodges, and the regional mining 
industry. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 

FY2010CAP 

Estimated Federal Cost 

$447,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 

350,000 

Cash 

350,000 

Other 

0 

Total Estimated Cost 

797,000 

Allocation thru FY 2009 

17,000 

Allocation for FY 2010 

80,000 

Budget Estimate 201 1 

Allocation 2011 

0 

Balance to complete after FY 201 1 

350,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 

TBD 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Allocated funds will be used to determine if there is a Federal Interest in continuing feasibility 
studies for the Small Navigation Improvements in lliamna, AK. Funds would also be used to initiate a Feasibility Cost 
Sharing Agreement to continue the feasibility studies once approval to execute a FCSA is granted by ASA(CW). 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : Earliest completion of Feasibility, provided adequate funding, 
OTHER INFORMATION 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST: Senator Murkowski (AK), Senator Begich (AK), Congressman Young (AK-1 ) 

DISTRICT : Alaska 


1 February 2010 
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FACT SHEET 

CONSTRUCTION, GENERAL CONTINUING AUTHORITIES PROGRAM 
Enacted Studies 


BUSINESS LINE : Navigation 

PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Kokhanok Navigation Improvements Section 107, Kokhanok, AK, 

AUTHORIZATION : Section 107, River and Harbor Act of 1960 {PL 86-645), as amended for commercial navigation in 
accordance with current policies and procedures governing projects of the same type which are specifically authorized by 
Congress. 

LOCATION: Kokhanok is located on the south shore of lliamna Lake. 22 miles south of the village of lliamna and 205 
miles west-southwest of Anchorage. 

DESCRIPTION : Kokhanok. a village of 178 residents, is connected to the rest of Alaska by Lake lliamna. It is by way of 
the lake that Kokhanok gets much of its cash, food and supplies. Commercial fishermen make their way to Bristol Bay via 
the lake and the Kvichak River. Subsistence fishermen and hunters harvest food from the lake itself and use the lake to 
get to hunting grounds. Barges deliver freight that would be much more costly to deliver by plane. However, the access 
provided by Lake lliamna is limited by winter freeze-up, and further limited by rough conditions brought on by Kokhanok’s 
easterly and south-westerly winds. Kokhanok's lack of a boat harbor makes it difficult and dangerous to launch and land 
skiffs and barges when conditions are bad. When vessels can’t launch, valuable access to the lake is lost. When vessels 
do manage to launch, they are often times damaged upon their return. Even boats anchored a few hundred feet from 
shore are sometimes damaged by the waves. The transportation costs associated with delivering goods to Kokhanok rise 
as barge companies afraid to land in rough conditions experience delays while waiting for waves to diminish or when 
supplies are flown in - rather than barged in - from lliamna or other local hubs. 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA FY 2010 CAP 


'Estimated Federal Cost 

$450,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 

350,000 

Cash 

350,000 

Other 

0 

Total Estimated Cost 

800,000 

Allocation thru FY 2009 

99,000 

Allocation for FY 2010 

100,000 

Budget Estimate 201 1 

Allocation 201 1 

0 

Balance to complete after FY 201 1 

251,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 

TBD 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Allocated funds will be used to execute a Feasibility Cost Sharing Agreement and to initiate a 
Feasibility Report to determine If there is a Federal interest In constructing navigation improvements at Kokhanok.. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : FY12 if adequate funds are provided. 

OTHER INFORMATION : 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST: Senator Murkowski (AK), Senator Begich (AK), Congressman Young (AK-1) 
DISTRICT: Alaska 


1 February 2010 


POD-36 


54862B 



3123 


FACT SHEET 

CONSTRUCTION, GENERAL CONTINUING AUTHORITIES PROGRAM 
Enacted Studies 


BUSINESS LINE : Navigation (Section 107) 

PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Nanwalek Navigation improvement Section 107, Nanwalek, AK, 

AUTHORIZATION : Section 1 07, River and Harbor Act of 1960 (PL 86-645), as amended for commercial navigation in 
accordance with current policies and procedures governing projects of the same type which are specifically authorized by 
Congress. 

LOCATION: Nanwalek is located at the southern tip of the Kenai Peninsula. In Southcentral Alaska, it is not accessible 
by road. The community was previously named English Bay. 

DESCRIPTION : Nanwalek is a remote community that is accessible only by marine vessel or small aircraft. 

The community has never had a harbor even though most residente depend on boats to access the subsistence 
resources that they are dependent upon for their livelihood. Problem identification has not been completed. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 

FY 2010 CAP 

Estimated Federal Cost 

$450,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 

350,000 

Cash 

350,000 

Other 

0 

Total Estimated Cost 

800,000 

Allocation thru FY 2009 

100,000 

Allocation for FY 2010 

75,000 

Budget Estimate 201 1 

Allocation 201 1 

0 

Balance to complete after FY 201 1 

275,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 

TBD 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Initial appraisal report to determine if there Is federal interest in pursuing navigation 
improvements at Nanwalek to be completed. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : TBD 

OTHER INFORMATION : None 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST: Senator Murkowski (AK), Senator Begich (AK), Congressman Young (AK-1) 
DISTRICT : Alaska 


1 February 2010 
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FACT SHEET 

CONSTRUCTION. GENERAL CONTINUING AUTHORITIES PROGRAM 
Enacted Studies 


BUSINESS LINE : Navigation (Section 107) 

PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Navigation Improvement, Savoonga, AK 

AUTHORIZATION : Section 107, Riverand Harbor Act of 1960 (PL 86-645), as amended for commercial navigation In 
accordance with current policies and procedures governing projects of the same type which are specifically authorized by 
Congress. 

LOCATION: Savoonga is located on the north coast of St. Lawrence Island in the Bering Sea, 164 miles southwest of 
Nome and 685 miles northwest of Anchorage. 

DESCRIPTION : The small boats used for commercial halibut and subsistence fishing must launch and land several 
times per day, often in three to five-foot surf. Breaking waves of 6 to 10 feet height are common. Boulders are being 
exposed In the historic landing area adding an additional hazard. This causes damages to boats, motors, equipment and 
cargo, as well as endangering lives. There Is no protected beach within three miles of the village. In stormy weather, boats 
cannot be launched, reducing subsistence harvest opportunity. The commercial/subsistence fleet is composed of 18 foot 
aluminum boats, with 10 to 15 boats active at any given time. Subsistence activities include hunting sea mammals and 
birds, and fishing cod. halibut and crab. Commercial fishing Is presently limited to halibut fishing on quota permits. The 
present halibut quota is seldom filled, and additional quota is available. Due to the lack of a protected landing site, these 
boats must be removed from the water when not in use. which limits the size of the boats. Residents have stated that, If 
there was a protected harbor, they would obtain larger boate increasing their commercial and subsistence opportunities. 
Barges carrying supplies to the island now must land three miles from the village or must lighter goods ashore. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 

FY 2010 CAP 

Estimated Federal Cost 

$900,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 

800,000 

Cash 

620,000 

Other 

180,000 

Total Estimated Cost 

1,700,000 

Allocation thru FY 2009 

177,000 

Allocation for FY 2010 

120,000 

Budget Estimate 201 1 


Allocation 201 1 

0 

Balance to complete after FY 201 1 

603,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 

TBD 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Activities planned for FY10 indude execution of a Feasibility Cost Sharing Agreement with the 
Native Village of Savoonga and initiation of a Feasibility Report. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : Dependent upon funding, feasibility phase is scheduled to be 
completed in 2012. 

OTHER INFORMATION : The primary objective of this study is to improve navigation by reducing delays and damages 
for vessels operating at Savoonga. Other potential improvements will be more efficient harvest of halibut (commercial), 
maximum use of harvest quotas, and reduction of surface transport requirements for cargo incoming to the island. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST: Senator Murkowski (AK), Senator Begich (AK), Congressman Young (AK-1) 

DISTRICT : Alaska 


1 February 2010 
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AQUATIC ECOSYSTEM 
RESTORATION 
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FACT SHEET 
INVESTIGATIONS 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE : N/A 

PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Waimanalo Wastewater Effluent Reuse, HI (Planning Assistance to States) 

AUTHORIZATION : Section 22 of the Water Resources Development Act (WRDA) of 1974 (P.L. 93-251), as 
amended 

LOCATION : Waimanalo, Oahu, HI 

DESCRIPTION : Develop a master plan for Waimanalo wastewater effluent reuse for City and County of 
Honolulu Environmental Services Division. 


FY2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA PAS 

Estimated Federal Cost $150,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 150,000 

Cash 150,000 

Other 0 

Total Estimated Cost 300,000 

Allocation thru FY 2009 83,000 

Allocation for FY 201 0 67,000 

Budget Estimate FY 201 1 0 

Allocation for FY 201 1 0 

Balance to Complete after FY 201 1 0 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% n/a 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Contingent upon execution of the cost share agreement and receipt of local sponsor 
funds, FY10 funds will be used to coordinate with stakeholders and develop the wastewater effluent reuse 
master plan. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : n/a 
OTHER INFORMATION : None 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Senator Daniel K. Inouye (HI) 

DISTRICT: Honolulu 


1 Februaty ^10 


POD-41 


54862B 



3128 


FACT SHEET 
INVESTIGATiONS 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE : Environment 

PROJECT/STUDY NAME : West Maui Watershed, Maui, HI 

AUTHORIZATION : Section 209 of River and Harbor and Flood Control Act of 1962 (PL 87-874) 

LOCATION : The West Maui watershed includes the entire area associated with the West Maui Mountains (approximately 
90,000 acres) on the island of Maui. It encompasses all of the West Maui drainage areas from the north at Honokohau to 
the south at Maalaea, and from the east at Waiiuku to the west at Lahaina. 

DESCRIPTION : The West Maui area is an important economic basis for the State of Hawaii, particularly associated with 
the Lahaina, Kaanapali. and Kapalua areas. It is imperative that the valuable ecological resources which contribute to the 
economy are protected. The West Maui Watershed has been identified by the State of Hawaii for special conservation 
and preservation activities due to existing near-pristine forestlands and off shore coral reefs. Protection of these 
attractions and of the valuable ecological resources is important if West Maui is to remain an economic boost for the 
State. Lack of improvements and protection measures potentially may contribute to uncontrolled sedimentation and 
pollution, leading to the detriment of the water and related riverine and coastal ecological systems 


FY 2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA Feasibility 

Estimated Federal Cost $1 ,850,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 1 ,500,000 

Ca sh 1,500.000 

Other 0 

Total Estimated Cost 3,350,000 

Allocation thru FY 2009 0 

Allocation for FY 201 0 90,000 

Budget Estimate FY 201 1 50,000 

Allocation for FY 201 1 0 

Balance to Complete after FY 201 1 1,710,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% TBD 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : The Reconnaissance Phase (905(b), PMP and FCSA) Is scheduled to be completed In March 
2010. Stakeholder involvement activities and baseline data collection to support the Feasibility Scoping Meeting package 
will begin in FY10. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : The feasibility study is scheduled for completion in FY2014. 

INFORMATION : The geographic scope of the West Maui Walerehed study has been reduced to a size more affordable 
for the State, focusing on priority areas. The study will result In a comprehensive integrated water resources management 
plan that identifies actions for all federal, state and local agencies and stakeholders, including USACE, to undertake to 
improve watershed health. The primary sponsor is the State Department of Land and Natural Resources (DLNR). State 
Department of Health and Maui County are considering potential joint sponsorship with DLNR. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Senator Daniel K. Inouye (HI); Senator Daniel K. Akaka; Representative Mazie K. Hirono 
(HI-2) 

DISTRICT : Honolulu 


1 February 2010 
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OPERATION AND 
MAINTENANCE 


Key to Abbreviations: 

N = Navigation 

FRM = Flood Risk Management 

Rec = Recreation 

Hydro = Hydropower 

ES = Environmental Stewardship 

WS = Water Supply 
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FACT SHEET 
Operations and Maintenance 
Enacted Projects 


BUSINESS LINE : Navigation 

PROJECT/STUDY NAME: Kodiak Harbors {St Paul and St Herman’s Harbors), Kodiak, Alaska 
AUTHORIZATION: 

1) Rivers and Harbors Act, 30 August 1935 (House Doc. 208, 72nd Congress, 1st Session) as adopted, provides for a 
channel between Near Island and Kodiak Island. 2) Rivers and Harbors Act, 3 September 1954 (House Doc. 465, 83rd 
Congress, 2nd Session) as adopted, provides for a small boat basin. 3) Section 202 of Public Law 99-662 (Senate Doc. 
6, 96th Congress, 1st Session) 17 November 1990 provide for a breakwater and entrance channel. 4) WRDA2007, 
Section 5033, requires the Secretary of the Army to carry out. on an emergency basis, necessary removal of rubble, 
sediment, and rock impeding the entrance to the St Herman and St. Paul Harbors. Kodiak, Alaska, at a Federal cost of 
$2,000,000. 

LOCATION: Kodiak is located near the northwestern tip of Kodiak Island in the Gulf of Alaska, 252 air miles south of 
Anchorage. 

DESCRIPTION: Kodiak, Alaska is the third largest commercial fishing port in the United States, is a world leader in king 
crab production, and ranks among the top four national ports in halibut production. Kodiak Harbors Is made up of two 
harbors, St Paul Harbor and St Herman’s Harbor. St Paul Harbor has protected moorage for approximately 200 vessels 
and St Herman’s holds about 900 vessels in the summer ar>d 650 over the winter. Kodiak Is also an important cargo port 
and transshipment center for the State of Alaska. 


FY2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA: OPERATIONS & MAINTENANCE 


Estimated Federal Cost $2,899,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 0 

Ca sh 0 

Other 0 

Total Estimated Cost 2.899,000 

Allocation thru FY 2009 1 19,000 

Allocation for FY 20 10 240,000 

Budget Estimate FY201 1 0 

Allocation for FY 201 1 0 

Balance to Complete After FY 201 1 2,540,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES: Funds are being used to perform geotechnical investigations, sediment characterizations, and 
obtain environmental clearances for dredging the St Paul harbor. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE: Harbor dredging completion is contingent upon funding 
availability. 

OTHER INFORMATION: The results of a 2009 hydrographic survey show high within the harbor that Impedes vessel 
traffic at low tides. Waterborne commerce for 2008 was 118,210 tons. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST: Senator Lisa Murkowski (AK), Senator Mark Begich (AK), and Representative Don 
Young (AK), 

DISTRICT : Alaska 
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FACT SHEET 
INVESTIGATIONS 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS LINE : Flood Risk Management 

PROJECT/STUDY NAME: Bogue Banks, NC 

AUTHORIZATION : Resolution adopted by the House Committee on Transportation 
and Infrastructure dated 23 July 1 998. 

LOCATION : Bogue Banks is located in Carteret County on the central North 
Carolina coast located approximately 40 miles southeast of New Bern, North 
Carolina. From west to east the incorporated towns on the island are Emerald Isle, 
Indian Beach, Salter Path, Pine Knoll Shores, and Atlantic Beach. 

DESCRIPTION : The study is evaluating the feasibility of pursuing the construction of 
a coastal storm damage reduction project of some magnitude along the 24-mile long 
barrier island. Recent storms including Hurricanes Fran and Bertha during the 
summer of 1996 and Hum'cane Floyd in 1999 caused considerable erosion to the 
natural protective dune system and severe damage to upland structures due to storm 
surge and wave action. 


FY2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA Study 

Estimated Federal Cost $ 3,072,500 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost $ 2,979,750 

Cash $ 2,979,750 

Other $ 0 

Total Estimated Cost $ 6,052,250 

Allocation thru FY 2008 $ 2,1 70,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 $ 239,000 

Recovery Allocations to Date $ 173,500 

Allocation for FY 2010 $24,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 $ 466,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio at 7% TBD 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES: Continue the feasibility phase. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE: Scheduled for 
September 2012, subject to the availability of funds. 

OTHER INFORMATION : None. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Burr (NC), Hagan (NC), Jones (NC-03) 

DISTRICT : Wilmington 
Date: 01/02/2010 


1 February 2010 
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FACT SHEET 
INVESTIGATIONS 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS LINE : Flood Risk Management 

PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Flagler County Shore Protection Project 

AUTHORIZATION : Resolution adopted May 22, 2002, by the House Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure. 

LOCATION : Flagler County, Florida 

DESCRIPTION : Flagler County is bounded to the north by St. Johns County and to the south 
by Volusia County. The county has approximately 18 miles of Atlantic coast shoreline. Matanzas 
inlet and Ponce de Leon Inlet are located to the north and south of the county, respectively. The 
shoreline of Flagler County is open to wave attack from the north/northeast through the 
southeast. During storms, northeasterly winds of significant magnitude extending over a large 
fetch on the order of 1 ,000 miles can produce extreme water levels and large waves that 
transmit considerable energy to the shoreline. Storm induced shoreline recession in the county 
threatens upland development as well as State Road A1A. 


FY 2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA Study 

Estimated Federal Cost $ 879,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost $ 785,000 

Cash $ 760,000 

Other $ 25,000 

Total Estimated Cost $ 1,664,000 

Allocation thru 2008 $ 382,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 $ 263,000 

Recovery Act Allocations To Date $ 0 

Allocation for FY 2010 $ 209,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 $ 25,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @7% TBD 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Continue with feasibility study (started in FY 2005 with $60,000 
provided) and hold Feasibility Scoping Meeting. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : FY 201 1 , dependent on future 
appropriations. 

OTHER INFORMATION : FCSA executed September 2004. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Congressman John L. Mica (FL7-R). 

DISTRICT : Jacksonville 
Date: 01/02/2010 
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FACT SHEET 
INVESTIGATIONS 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS LINE : Flood Risk Management 

PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Savannah River Basin Comprehensive Study, GA & SC 

AUTHORIZATION : Water Resources Development Act of 1996, Section 414 (Public 
Law 104-303) 

LOCATION : The study area includes the Savannah River Basin, encompassing all or 
portions of 44 counties within Georgia, South Carolina and North Carolina. 

DESCRIPTION : The study includes a review of the current authorized purposes and 
operating plans for Hartwell, Richard B. Russell and J. Strom Thurmond reservoirs to 
determine if changes in storage allocations or operations are warranted to meet current 
and future needs for flood control, water supply, fish and wildlife, drought management, 
water quality, recreation and other related purposes. Water supply is a main concern in 
the basin as population growth is causing a number of communities to look to the 
reservoirs in the Savannah Basin for future supply. 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 
Estimated Federal Cost $ 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost $ 

Cash $ 

Other $ 

Total Estimated Study Cost $ 

Allocation thru FY 2008 
Allocation for FY 2009 
Recovery Act Allocations to Date 
Allocation for FY 2010 $ 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 
Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 

FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Reinitiate feasibility by assessing the analyses previously 
performed. Develop a scope, schedule and budget for the remainder of the study 
efforts. Initiate detailed environmental and engineering studies. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : Feasibility is scheduled for 
completion in FY2013, subject to funding. 

OTHER INFORMATION : Feasibility Cost Share Agreement (FCSA) signed June 2000. 
Study was suspended in 2006 due to lack of non-federal funding. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Congressional representatives from the States of 
Georgia and South Carolina. 

DISTRICT : Savannah 
DATE: 01/02/2010 


FY 2010 
Study 
2,628,000 
2,000,000 

1.492.000 

508.000 

4.628.000 

$1,610,000 

$0 

^493,000 
$ 525,000 
TBD 


1 February 2010 


SAD-9 


54862B 



3140 


FACT SHEET 
INVESTIGATIONS 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS LINE : Flood Risk Management 

PROJECT/STUDY NAME : St. Lucie County Shore Protection Project, FL 
AUTHORIZATION : WRDA 2000 
LOCATION : St. Lucie County, Florida 

DESCRIPTION : St. Lucie County is located on the East Coast of Florida, approximately 225 
miles south of Jacksonville and 100 miles north of Miami. The ocean shoreline of St. Lucie 
County is approximately 25 miles long. The impacts of the hurricane season of 2004-2005 
emphasized the critical need for shoreline protection throughout this area. The non-Federal 
project sponsor (St. Lucie County) supports the study. 


FY 2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA Study 

Estimated Federal Cost $1,256,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost $ 988,000 

Cash $ 0 

Other $ 988,000 

Total Estimated Cost $ 2,244,000 

Allocation thru 2008 $ 473,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 $ 335,000 

Recovery Act Allocations To Date $ 0 

Allocation for FY 20 1 0 $ 448, 000 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 $0 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% TBD 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Preliminary engineering, economic, and real estate data gathering, 
computer model generation, and report generation. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : Feasibility phase to be completed 
2012 if adequate funding is provided. 

OTHER INFORMATION : House Study Resolution dated April 2000 authorized the study for St. 
Lucie County Beaches. A reconnaissance study was approved August 2003. A Feasibility Study 
Cost Sharing Agreement was executed June 2004. The sponsor conducted their portions of the 
study as work-in-kind throughout FY 2008 and FY 2009 due to a lack of Federal funding in order 
to keep the study progressing. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Congressman Tom Rooney (FL16-R). 

DISTRICT : Jacksonville 
Date: 01/02/2010 


1 February 2010 
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FACT SHEET 
INVESTIGATIONS 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS LINE : Flood Risk Management 

PROJECT/STUDY NAME: Surf City and North Topsail Beach, NC 

AUTHORIZATION : Resolution adopted by the House Committee on Transportation 
and Infrastructure dated February 16, 2000, docket number 2617. 

LOCATION : The Towns of Surf City and North Topsail Beach are located on Topsail 
Island. Topsail Island is a barner island located about 25 miles northeast of 
Wilmington, NC between New Topsail Inlet and New River Inlet. From north to 
south, the communities of North Topsail Beach, Surf City and Topsail Beach are 
located on Topsail Island. 

DESCRIPTION : Local interests desire a coastal storm damage reduction study to 
provide flood damage reduction to upland structures and the town’s infrastructure. 
The town of Surf City has established a beach renourishment committee which has 
determined that property owners are willing to support a coastal storm damage 
reduction study and project, if feasible. The feasibility cost sharing agreement was 
executed on February 13, 2002. Both towns were struck by several hurricanes in 
1996 and 1999, which caused severe erosion and severely damaged or destroyed 
the primary dune system and the structures along the ocean shoreline. Both towns 
are vulnerable to damages from future storm events. 


FY 2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA Study 

Estimated Federal Cost $ 2,485,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost $ 2,172,500 

Cash $ 2,136,500 

Other $ 36,000 

Total Estimated Cost $ 4,657,500 


Allocation thru FY 2008 $1 ,801,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 $ 

Recovery Allocations to Date $ 

Allocation For FY 2010 $ 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 
Benefit to Cost Ratio at 7% 

FY 2010 ACTIVITIES: Continue the feasibility phase. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE: July 2010 

OTHER INFORMATION : The northern 7 miles of North Topsail Beach is located in a 
Coastal Barrier Resources Act Zone, which precludes it from being incorporated into 
this study. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Senators Burr and Hagan, Representative McIntyre 
(NC-07) 

DISTRICT : Wilmington 
Date: 01/02/2010 

1 February 2010 SAD-11 
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FACT SHEET 
INVESTIGATIONS 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS LINE : Flood Risk Management 

PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Walton County, FL 

AUTHORIZATION : Study resolution adopted 24 July 2002 by House Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure, Senate Committee on Environment and Public Works, 
adopted 25 July 2002. 

LOCATION : Walton County, FL is the located in the northwest Florida panhandle and 
lies directly east of Okaloosa County and west of Holmes, Washington and Bay 
Counties. 

DESCRIPTION : This study will investigate shoreline protection measures intended to 
reduce hurricane and storm damages and provide environmental restoration along the 
26-mile gulf front of Walton County. 


FY2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA PEP 

Estimated Federal Cost $ 1,100,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost $ 367,000 

Cash $ 367,000 

Other $ 0 

Total Estimated Cost $ 1,467,000 

Allocation thru 2008 $ 309,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 $ 565,000 

Recovery Act Allocations To Date $ 0 

Allocation for FY 201 0 $ 90,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 $136,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% (4.375%) 1.14(1 .23) 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : The feasibility study activities are continuing. The Alternative 
Formulation Briefing (AFB) was completed in December 2009. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : Complete feasibility phase 
in 2011. 

OTHER INFORMATION : None 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Nelson (FL), LeMieux (FL) and Miller (FL-01 ). 

DISTRICT : Mobile 
Date: 01/02/2010 


1 February 2010 
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CONSTRUCTION 
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FACT SHEET 
CONSTRUCTION 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS LINE : Flood Risk Management 

PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Brunswick County Beaches, North Carolina 

AUTHORIZATION : Flood Control Act of 1966, House Document No. 51 1 , 89"' Congress, 2d 
Session, Cape Fear River to North Carolina - South Carolina State Line, 7 November 1966. 

LOCATION : Brunswick County, North Carolina, in the southeastern portion of North 
Carolina. 

DESCRIPTION : The authorized project provides beach erosion and storm damage 
reduction along segments of the Brunswick County shoreline of North Carolina. A 
comprehensive study of the project area is currently underway to reevaluate shoreline 
improvements previously recommended for construction. The General Reevaluation Report 
(GRR) will address recommended shoreline improvements for Oak Island, Holden Beach 
and Caswell Beach. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA: Constructio 
Estimated Federal Cost 
Estimated Non-Federal Cost 
Cash 
Other 

Total Estimated Cost 


FY 2010 

n 

$ 219,600,000 
$ 118,400,000 
$ 115,680,000 
$ 2,720,000 

$ 338,000,000 


Allocation thru FY 2008 
Allocation for FY 2009 
Recovery Act Allocations To Date 
Allocation for FY 2010 


$ 15,464,000 
$ 3,680,000 

$ 0 
$ 947,000 


Balance to Complete After FY 2010 $ 199,509,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 1 .90 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES: Continue coastal and environmental studies for GRR and initiate the 
nourishment cycle contract for Ocean Isle Beach. 


EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE: May 2012 - complete GRR 

OTHER INFORMATION : Investigations are underway to determine if Frying Pan Shoals 
could be utilized as a source of borrow to satisfy a project nourishment requirement. 
Geotechnical and environmental surveys for this area have been completed. Environmental 
coordination with agencies is continuing. 


CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Senators Burr and Hagan, McIntyre {NC-07) 

DISTRICT : Wilmington 
Date: 01/02/2010 


1 February 2010 
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FACT SHEET 
CONSTRUCTION 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS LINE : Flood Risk Management 

PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Carolina Beach and Vicinity, North Carolina 
AUTHORIZATION: Flood Control Act of 1962 


LOCATION : The Carolina Beach project is located in New Hanover, NC, about 1 5 miles 
southeast of Wilmington, NC. 


DESCRIPTION : The authorized project provides beach erosion and storni damage 
reduction along two separable segments of shoreline, including the Carolina Beach and 
Area South (Kure Beach) portions. The Carolina Beach portion includes a 25-foot wide dune 
at elevation 13.5 feet, a 50-foot wide integral beach berm at elevation 10.5 feet and beach 
fill extending about 14,000 feet from the northern to southern limits of Carolina Beach. The 
Area South portion includes a 25-foot dune at elevation 13.5 feet with a 50-foot wide Integral 
beach berm at elevation 9.5 feet extending about 18,000 feet from the southern limits of 
Carolina Beach to the northern limits of Fort Fisher. 

FY2010 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA: Constructio 
Estimated Federal Cost 
Estimated Non-Federal Cost 
Cash 
Other 

Total Estimated Cost 


n 

$ 119,275,000 
$ 64,225,000 

$ 64,225,000 

$ 0 
$ 183,500,000 


Allocation thru FY 2008 
Allocation for FY 2009 
Recovery Act Allocations To Date 
Allocation for FY 2010 


$ 34,795,000 

$ 5,000,000 

$ 0 

$ 1,417,000 


Balance to Complete After FY 2010 $ 78,063,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% NA 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES: Award and complete the contract for the FY 2010 nourishment cycle. 


EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE: For Carolina Beach portion, FY 
2014. For Area South portion, FY 2047. 


OTHER INFORMATION : Project portions are nourished every 3 years. For the Carolina 
Beach portion, an initial appraisal is scheduled to be conducted in FY 2010 under the 
authority of section 21 6 of the Flood Control Act of 1 970. This appraisal will determine 
Federal interest in initializing detailed studies to extend the authorization for the Carolina 
Beach portion only after FY 2014. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Senators Burr and Hagan. Rep. McIntyre (NC-07) 


DISTRICT : Wilmington 
Date: 01/02/2010 


1 February 2010 
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FACT SHEET 
CONSTRUCTION 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS LINE : Flood Risk Management 

PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Cedar Hammock-Ware’s Creek, FL 

AUTHORIZATION : Section 101(a) (10) of the Water Resources Development Act of 1996 
LOCATION : Manatee County, Florida 

DESCRIPTION : The authorized flood damage reduction project provides 10-year level of 
protection to flood-prone residential and commercial development along the East Branch of 
Cedar Hammock and Wares Creek. The project provides for construction of channel 
improvements, to include clearing and snagging the lower reach, widening the existing channel 
to a trapezoidal grass-lined channel, installing vertical sheet pile wall channel and utility 
relocations. Heavy rains in September 1988 and June 1992 caused extensive flooding in the 
project area. Under existing conditions, average annual flood damages are estimated at 
$6,725,700. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA: Constructio 
Estimated Federal Cost 
Estimated Non-Federal Cost 
Cash 
Other 

Total Estimated Cost 


FY2010 

n 

$21,100,000 
$ 27,400,000 
$ 5,432,000 
$21,968,000 
$ 48,500,000 


Allocation thru FY 2008 
Allocation for FY 2009 
Recovery Act Allocations To Date 
Allocation for FY2010 


$ 11,707,000 
$ 3,828,000 
$ 0 
$ 5,565,000 


Balance to Complete After FY 2010 $ 0 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% NA 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Start construction of the lower reach. Continue design and real Estate 
acquisitions for widening the existing channel to a trapezoidal grass-lined channel, and installing 
vertical sheet pile wall channel. 


EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE: FY2010. 


OTHER INFORMATION: None. 


CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Congressman Vem Buchanan (FL13-R). 

DISTRICT : Jacksonville 
Date: 01/02/2010 


1 February 2010 
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FACT SHEET 
CONSTRUCTION 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS LINE : Flood Risk Management 

PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Lee County, FL 

AUTHORIZATION : Section 309, P.L. 106-541, Section 201 of the Flood Control Act of 1965 (79 Stat. 
1073); Section 206 of WRDA 1992 (33 U.S.C. 426i-1); Section 312, P.L. 106-53, Section 506(b)(3)(A) 
of WRDA 1996 (110 Stat. 3758); Section 206 of WRDA 1992 (33 U.S.C. 126i-1); and WRDA 1986. 

LOCATION : Lee County, FL, located on the lower Gulf coast, about 90 miles south of Tampa. 

DESCRIPTION : The authorized project provides shore erosion protection and beach 
nourishment for segments along Captiva Island, Gasparilla Island and Estero Island. Initial 
construction of the 4.5-mile long project at Captiva Island was completed in April 1989 and later 
renourished in 1 997 by the Captivia Erosion Prevention District (CEPD). The federal share of the 
construction cost was reimbursed to CEPD in FY 04 and FY 98. The authorized project also 
includes beach fill and periodic nourishment along 2.7 miles of Gasparilla Island with a 0.5-mile 
revetment and a groin at the southern end of the island, and initial beach fill and periodic 
nourishment along 4.6 miles of Estero Island with a groin at the northern end of the island. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA: 
Estimated Federal Cost 
Estimated Non-Federal Cost 
Cash 
Other 

Total Estimated Cost 


FY 2010 
Construction 
$ 57,100,000 
$119,800,000 
$119,245,000 
$ 555,000 

$176,900,000 


Allocation thru FY 2008 
Allocation for FY 2009 
Recovery Act Allocations To Date 
Allocation for FY 2010 


$ 11,612,000 

$ 191,000 

$ 0 

$ 645,000 


Balance to Complete After FY 2010 $ 44,652,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% Captiva 1.88; Gasparilla 1.30; Estero 1.40 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Reimbursement for a portion of the Federal share of the Gasparilla Island 
segment and project coordination for the Captiva Island segment. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE: N/A 


OTHER INFORMATION: None 


CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Congressman Connie Mack (FL14-R). 

DISTRICT : Jacksonville 
Date: 01/02/2010 


1 February 2010 
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FACT SHEET 
CONSTRUCTION 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS LINE : Flood Risk Management 

PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Manatee County. Florida 

AUTHORI21ATION : Section 206, Water Resources Development Acts of 1992. 

LOCATION : Manatee County, Florida, located just south of Egmont Key at the entrance to 
Tampa Harbor. 


DESCRIPTION : The authorized project provides for 4.7 miles of initial beach fill and periodic 
nourishment along Anna Maria Island. Initial construction of 75-foot wide beach berm was 
completed in 1993, which provided protection against a significant storm event causing 
damages along Gulf shorefronts that year. Manatee County, the project sponsor, completed the 
first periodic renourishment in 2002. In 2006 the Corps completed rehabilitation of the project to 
replace the erosion losses from the 2004 hurricanes under PL 84-99. During 2009, Manatee 
County indicated a desire to initiate engineering and design to renourish the project in 2012. 


FY2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA: Constructio Q 

Estimated Federal Cost $ 44,400,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost $ 37,100,000 

Cash $ 

Other 

Total Estimated Cost $81,500,000 


Allocation thru FY 2008 
Allocation for FY 2009 
Recovery Act Allocations To Date 
Allocation for FY 2010 


$10,131,000 
$ 0 

$ 0 

$ 100,000 


Balance to Complete After FY 2010 $ 34,169,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7 3/8 % 1 .9 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Provide engineering and design support to Manatee County for their 
preparation of the necessary reports for the upcoming renourishment. 


EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : September 30, 2010 


OTHER INFORMATION: None 


CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Congressman Vem Buchanan (FL13-R) 

DISTRICT : Jacksonville 
Date; 01/02/2010 


1 February 2010 
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FACT SHEET 
CONSTRUCTION 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS LINE : Flood Risk Management 

PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Palm Beach County, Florida 

AUTHORIZATION: River and Harbor Act of 1962. 


LOCATION : Palm Beach County, Florida, about 50 miles north of Miami. 


DESCRIPTION : The authorized project provides shore protection and beach nourishment 
along segments of the Palm Beach County shoreline. Separable elements of the project have 
been initially constructed and renourished by the sponsors since 1970. The Corps completed 
renourishment contracts in 2006 for Delray Beach and Ocean Ridge under PL 84-99 authority 
for replacement of the erosion losses attributed to the 2004 hurricanes. The City of Boca Raton 
initiated renourishment of the north Boca Raton segment in fail 2009 under an existing cost 
sharing agreement. Palm Beach County intends to renourish the Jupiter Carlin and Ocean 
Ridge segments in 2012 and seek reimbursement of the Federal share of eligible costs. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA: Constructio 
Estimated Federal Cost 
Estimated Non-Federal Cost 
Cash 
Other 

Total Estimated Cost 


FY 2010 

n 

$ 70,900,000 
$153,800,000 
$152,158,000 
$ 1,642,000 

$224,700,000 


Allocation thru FY 2008 
Allocation for FY 2009 
Recovery Act Allocations To Date 
Allocation for FY 2010 


$ 29,227,000 
$ 0 

$ 0 

$ 581,000 


Balance to Complete After FY 2010 $ 41,092,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 2.8 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : FY 2010 appropriation will be used to conduct audits and reimburse the 
city of Boca Raton and city of Delray Beach the Federal share of eligible costs for completed 
work in accordance with cost sharing agreements. 


EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : September 30, 2010 


OTHER INFORMATION: None. 


CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Congressman Ron Klein (FL22-D). 

DISTRICT : Jacksonville 
Date: 01/02/2010 


1 February 2010 
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FACT SHEET 
CONSTRUCTION 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS LINE : Flood Risk Management 

PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Panama City Beaches, FL 

AUTHORIZATION : Water Resources Development Act of 1986, Section 501(a) 

LOCATION : Panama City, FL. (Pinnacle Port and Carillon beach segments) 

DESCRIPTION : The authorized project provides beach erosion control and storm 
damage reduction along segments of the Panama City shoreline. Beach renourishment 
at Pinnacle Port and Carillon beach segments are essential to this area of Florida to 
reduce coastal flood damages associated with storms events. 


FY2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA: Constructio n 


Estimated Federal Cost $ 4,130,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost $ 2,224,000 

Cash $ 2,224,000 

Other $ 0 

Total Estimated Cost $ 6,354,000 

Allocation thru FY 2008 $ 0 

Allocation for FY 2009 $ 478,000 

Recovery Act Allocations To Date $ 0 

Allocation for FY 2010 $ 3,652,000 

Balance to Complete After FY 2010 $ 0 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @7% 1.10 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Complete plans, specs and environmental clearances and award 
a construction contract for beach renourishment of the western one mile reach of the 
originally authorized project. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : October 2010. 

OTHER INFORMATION : None. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Senator Bill Nelson (FL), Senator George LeMieux (FL) 
and Congressman Allen Boyd (FL-02). 

DISTRICT : Mobile. 

Date: 01/02/2010 
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FACT SHEET 
CONSTRUCTION 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS LINE : Flood Risk Management 

PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Pinellas County, FL 

AUTHORIZATION : River and Harbor Act of 1966, and the Water Resources Development Act 
of 1986 

LOCATION : Pinellas County, Florida, along 25 miles of the west central coast island beaches 
from Dunedin Pass to Pass-A-Grille Pass 

DESCRIPTION :. The project provides for the restoration of 5,000 feet of shoreline on 
Clearwater Beach Island, restoration of 41 ,700 feet of shoreline on Sand Key, restoration of 
10,700 feet of shoreline on Treasure Island, nourishment of 2,800 feet of shoreline on Long 
Key, and periodic nourishment as needed along ttie entire length of the four islands. The design 
includes a 40-foot wide berm at elevation plus 6.0 feet mean low water, which then transitions to 
a 1 on 20 slope to zero mean low water, and then a 1 on 30 slope. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA: 
Estimated Federal Cost 
Estimated Non-Federal Cost 
Cash 
Other 

Total Estimated Cost 


FY2010 
Construction 
$ 178,800,000 
$ 119,800,000 
$ 119,473,000 
$ 327,000 

$ 298,600,000 


Allocation thru FY 2008 
Allocation for FY 2009 
Recovery Act Allocations To Date 
Allocation for FY 2010 


$ 79,527,000 
$ 6,699,000 

$ 0 
$ 10,657,000 


Balance to Complete After FY 2010 $ 81,917,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% (Sand Key 9.8; Long Key 1.8; Treasure island 7.6) 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Award of the Long Key and Treasure Island segments of the project and 
completion of design and permitting activities for the Sand Key portion of the project. 


EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : FY10 for the Long Key and Treasure 
Island segments and early FY11 for the Sand Key segment. 

OTHER INFORMATION : None. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Congressman Gus Biliraki s (FL9-R), Congressman C.W. “Bill” 
Young (FL10-R). 

DISTRICT : Jacksonville 
Date: 01/02/2010 


1 February 2010 
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FACT SHEET 
CONSTRUCTION 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE : Flood Risk Management 


PROJECT/STUDY NAME : West Onslow Beach. North Carolina. 

AUTHORIZATION : Water Resources Development Act of 1992, Section 101. 

LOCATION : The project is located in Pender County within the Town of Topsail Beach 
along the southern portion of Topsail Island in southeastern North Carolina. 


DESCRIPTION : The authorized project provides for a dune at elevation 13 feet and a berm 
at elevation 9 feet for a distance of 9,500 feet and two transition sections at elevation 7 feet 
along the southern and northern ends for distances of 2,400 feet and 6,860 feet, 
respectively. Total project length is 19,000 feet. The recommended plan in the Chiefs 
Report is the locally preferred plan for a dune at elevation 12 feet and a berm at elevation 7 
feet for a distance of 23,200 feet with a southern transition of 1 ,000 feet with a berm only at 
elevation 7 feet and a northern transition of 2,000 feet with a berm only at elevation 7 feet. 

FY2010 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA: Constructio 
Estimated Federal Cost 
Estimated Non-Federal Cost 
Cash 
Other 

Total Estimated Cost 


n 

$ 144,000,000 
$ 133,000,000 
$ 131,519,000 
$ 1,481,000 

$ 277,000,000 


Allocation thru FY 2008 
Allocation for FY 2009 
Recovery Act Allocations To Date 
Allocation for FY 2010 


$ 3,135,000 

$ 100,000 

$ 0 

$ 378,000 


Balance to Compiete After FY 2010 $ 140,387,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 3.2 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Initiate initial plans and specifications. 


EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE: FY 2063, including initial and 
periodic nourishment, subject to the availability of funds. 

OTHER INFORMATION : The Chiefs Report was signed on 28 September 2009. Since 
1996, this community has experienced severe beach erosion, heavy property losses and 
damage to the primary dune system as a result of storm surges from several hurricanes. 
Topsail Beach remains highly vulnerable to damages from future storm events. 


CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Senators Burr and Hagan, Rep. McIntyre (NC-07) 

DISTRICT : Wilmington 
Date: 01/02/2010 


1 February 2010 
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FACT SHEET 
Construction 

Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS LINE : Flood Risk Management 

PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Byrum Creek Flood Damage Reduction 

AUTHORIZATION : Section 205, 1948 FCA (P.L. 80-858), as amended. This is a 
Continuing Authorities Program (CAP). 

LOCATION : The project lies just outside the western limit of the City of Anderson, South 
Carolina. It encompasses a reach approximately 3,000 feet long between Bypass Route 
28 and Route 24. This includes Booker Street on Byrum Creek (also referred to as Dye 
Creek). 

DESCRIPTION : As requested by Anderson County, SC, this study will assess the 
feasibility of flood damage reduction alternatives along Byrum Creek near it’s confluence 
with Whitner Creek. Recent flooding caused significant flooding to homes and 
businesses along 3000 feet of the channelized Byrum Creek. Excessive runoff 
exceeded the capacity of the concrete channel. Alternatives investigated will include 
detention ponds, channel enlargement and other non-structural measures. 


FY 2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA Feasibility 

Estimated Federal Cost $ 307,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost $ 207,000 

Cash $ 207,000 

Other $ 0 

Total Estimated Cost $ 514,000 

Allocation thru FY 2008 $ 90,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 $ 0 

Recovery Act Allocations to Date $ 0 

Allocation for FY 2010 $ 68,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 $ 149,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% TBD 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Negotiate a Feasibility Cost Sharing Agreement (FCSA) and 
begin hydrologic and hydraulic modeling. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : Feasibility scheduled to 
complete 2013. 

OTHER INFORMATION : None 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : DeMint (SC), Graham (SC) and Barrett (SC-02) 

DISTRICT : Savannah 
DATE; 01/02/2010 


1 February 2010 
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FACT SHEET 
CONSTRUCTION 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS LINE : Flood Risk Management 


PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Estate La Grange at St. Croix, USVI 

AUTHORIZATION : Section 205, 1948 Flood Control Act, as Amended. This is a Continuing 
Authorities Program (CAP). 


LOCATION : St. Croix, U.S. Virgin Islands 


DESCRIPTION : The La Grange Gut Basin is located on the western part of the island of St. 
Croix, is 7,5 kilometers long, and covers an area of 13.5 square kilometers. Several small 
streams join La Grange Gut in the lower part of tine basin. Flooding along La Grange Gut is a 
recurring problem. Every few years there is significant flooding in the area due to low pressure 
weather fronts, storms and hurricanes. The authorized project consists of channel 
improvements to the lower portion of La Grange Gut, a levee and interior drainage canal for the 
town of Frederiksted, St. Croix. The bridge at King Street (Highway 631 ) will be replaced. The 
bridge at Prince Street will be removed. 

FY2010 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA Design 
Estimated Federal Cost $ 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost $ 

Cash 

Other 

Total Estimated Cost $ 


and Implementation (PI) 

4.158.000 

1.040.000 
$ 1,040,000 
$ 0 

5.198.000 


Allocation thru 2008 $ 778,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 $ 0 

Recovery Act Allocations to Date $ 0 

Allocation for FY 20 1 0 $ 1 00,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 $ 3,280,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% TBD 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Execute a FCSA in order to update the total project costs. Continue 
with design if feasible. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE: FY2012 


OTHER INFORMATION : None 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Congresswoman Donna Christensen (USVI) 

DISTRICT : Jacksonville 
Date: 01/02/2010 
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FACT SHEET 
CONSTRUCTION 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS LINE : Flood Risk Management 

PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Rio Orocovis, PR 

AUTHORIZATION : Section 205, 1948 FCA (P.L. 80-858), as amended. This is a Continuing 
Authorities Program (CAP). 

LOCATION : Orocovis. Puerto Rico 

DESCRIPTION : The Municipality of Orocovis is located at the center of the island of Puerto 
Rico, approximately 43 kilometers southwest of the city of San Juan. The town sits within a 
narrow valley within the floodpiain of the river. The town has been flooded, extensively, 20 
times during the last 19 years with damage totaling over $43M according to information 
provided by the office of the mayor. The plan of improvements consists of 2.0 kilometers of 
channel improvement, 331 meters of gabion revetment, and demolition and removal of a low 
bridge, two small buildings, and two rock outcrops. 

FY 2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA Feasibility 

Estimated Federal Cost $ 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost $ 

Cash 
Other 

Total Estimated Cost $ 

Allocation thru 2008 $ 

Allocation for FY 2009 $ 

Recovery Act Allocations To Date $ 

Allocation for FY 2010 $ 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 
Benefit to Cost Ratio @7% TBD 

FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Execute the Feasibility Cost Sharing Agreement (FCSA) and continue 
with feasibility. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : 2010 
OTHER INFORMATION : None 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Resident Commissioner Pedro Pierluisi (PR) 

DISTRICT : Jacksonville 
Date: 01/02/2010 


350.000 

125.000 
$ 125,000 
$0 

475.000 

97.000 
0 

0 

103.000 
$ 150,000 
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Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS PROGRAM : Flood Risk Management 

PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Rocky Branch. SC 

AUTHORIZATION : Section 14. P.L. 79-526. This is a Continuing Authorities Program 
(CAP). 

LOCATION : Rocky Branch flows through central South Carolina into the Congaree 
River within the city of Columbia, SC. 

DESCRIPTION: Rocky Branch which flows through the University of South Carolina 
property is causing erosion to several infrastructures. The erosion is endangering the 
structural foundation of several key facilities on the campus as well as bridge and 
railroad abutments on university property. The University has requested Corps 
assistance in protecting this public infrastructure. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA: Feasibility 
Estimated Federal Cost 
Estimated Non-Federal Cost 
Cash 
Other 

Total Estimated Cost 


FY 2010 


$150,000 

$50,000 

$0 

$0 

$200,000 


Allocation thru FY 2008 $64,300 

Allocation for FY 2009 $0 

Recovery Act Allocations to Date $0 

Allocation for FY 201 0 $35,600 

Balance to Complete After FY 2010 $50,100 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% TBD 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : FY201 0 activities will include federal interest determination and 
continued work to complete the feasibility study. It is anticipated that the Feasibility Cost 
Share Agreement (FCSA) will be signed in the 3"^ quarter of FY 201 0 with the University 
of South Carolina as the sponsor. 


EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE: FY2011 


OTHER INFORMATION: None 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Clyburn (SC-6) 

DISTRICT : Charleston 
DATE: 01/02/2010 


1 February 2010 
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BUSINESS LINE : Navigation 
PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Miami Harbor. Florida 

AUTHORIZATION : Water Resources Development Act of 2007, Public Law 110-1 14, Section 
1001 (17) 

LOCATION : Miami, Florida 

DESCRIPTION : The Recommended Plan will allow existing and future container ships to safely 
and more efficiently transit through Miami Harbor by widening the entrance channel from 500 to 
800 feet; deepening Cuts 1-2 from a project depth of 44 to 52 feet; adding a turn widener at the 
southern intersection of Cut-3 with the Lummus Island Cut (Fishennan’s Channel) and 
deepening Cut-3 to 50 feet; Increasing Fisher Island Turning Basing from 1200 to 1500 and 
truncating the northeast section of the turning basin to 50 feet; realign the western end of the 
main channel about 250 feet to the south over the existing project depth of 36 feet (no dredging 
required); widen the southern edge of the Lummus Island Cut about 100 feet, reduce the 
Lummus Island (Middle) Turning Basin to a 1500-foot diameter from the currently authorized 
1 600-foot diameter, and deepen from a project depth of 42 to 50 feet. 


FY 



2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 

Study 

Estimated Federal Cost 


$ 

3,000,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 

$ 

1,000,000 

Cash $ 



1,000,000 

Other 



$0 

Total Estimated Cost 

$ 


4,000,000 

Allocation thru 2008 

$ 


0 

Allocation for FY 2009 


$ 

549,000 

Recovery Act Allocations To 

Date S 

0 

Allocation for FY2010 


$ 

475,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 

$ 1,976,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @7% 

N/A 



FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Continue collecting geotechnical information, initiate a turbidity and 
sedimentation study, initiate Environmental Impact Statement, initiate plans and specifications. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : FY2011 

OTHER INFORMATION : Design Agreement signed in April 2009. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Ileana Ros-Lehtinen (R) FI-18 and Ron Klein (D) FI-22. 

DISTRICT : Jacksonville 
Date: 01/02/2010 


1 February 2010 
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BUSINESS LINE : Navigation 
PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Port Everglades, FL 

AUTHORIZATION : Study Resolution of the House Committee on Transportation dated May 9, 
1996. House Document 144, 93''’ Congress, I®* Session. 

LOCATION : Port Everglades, Florida 

DESCRIPTION : The present scope investigates widening and deepening the major channels 
and basins within the port due to the expected use of larger and deeper draft vessels. The study 
also investigates expanding the Port into the Dania Cutoff Canal, to include a turning basin at 
the end of the Southport Channel. 


FY 2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA Study 

Estimated Federal Cost $ 4,085,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost $ 3,275,000 

Cash $ 3,275,000 

Other $ 0 

Total Estimated Cost $ 7,360,000 

Allocation thnj 2008 $ 3,049,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 $ 526,000 

Recovery Act Allocations To Date $ 135,000 

Allocation for FY 2010 $ 341,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 $ 34,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% N/A 


FY 2010 A CTIVITIES : Study efforts in FY 2 010 include finalizing t he mitigatio n plan and 
economic analysis, preparing the d raft feasibility report, co nducting independent technical and 
policy reviews, finalizing the Draft Feasibility Report, and initiating external peer review. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : 2013 

OTHER INFORMATION : External Peer Review is a Federal cost estimated to be in excess of 
$500,000. 

CONGRESSIONAL I NTEREST : Congresswoman Debbie Wasser man Schultz (FL20-D), 
Congressman Ron Klein (FL22-D). 

DISTRICT : Jacksonville 
Date: 01/02/2010 
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BUSINESS LINE : Navigation 

PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Jacksonville Harbor, FL 

AUTHORIZATION: WRDA 1999 and Public Law 109-103. 


LOCATION : Jacksonville, FL, at the mouth of the St. Johns River in Duval County on the east 
coast of Florida. 

DESCRIPTION : The authorized project provides a 38-foot depth in the West Blount Island 
Channel along Cuts F and G over the existing channel width of 300 feet from the main channel 
to the JEA/JPA petroleum terminal and a project depth of 40 feet in the main channel from the 
40-foot contour in the Atlantic Ocean to river mile 14.7. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA: Constructio 
Estimated Federal Cost 
Estimated Non-Federal Cost 
Cash 
Other 

Total Estimated Cost 


FY2010 

n 

$ 70,600,000 
$ 40,800,000 
$ 40,770,000 
$ 30,000 

$ 111,400,000 


Allocation thru FY 2008 
Allocation for FY 2009 
Recovery Act Allocations To Date 
Allocation for FY 2010 


$ 28,643,000 
$ 3,349,000 

$ 32,155,000 
$ 1,922,000 


Balance to Complete After FY 2010 $ 4,531,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 1 .7 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Complete construction of Contract 3, continue study efforts on the 
second General Reevaluation Report (GRR) to include engineering and environmental surveys, 
modeling and engineering analyses, economic analyses, and preparation of a draft report. 
Dredge Management Disposal Facility (DMDF) funds will be used to complete a contract on 
East Bartram Disposal Facility and conduct engineering investigations and initiate design effort 
on West Bartram Disposal Facility. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : FY 2010 for Contract 3 and East 
Bartram, 2012 for the second GRR, and 201 1 for West Bartram pending funding. 
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OTHER INFORMATION : A General Reevaluation Report (GRR) to examine the 40-foot project 
depth from river mile 14.7 to 20.0 was completed in early FY03. A Chiefs Report was issued on 
22 July 2003 for the GRR and findings indicate substantial project modifications are justified 
based on Increased project benefits (Contract 3). The GRR acted as a Post Authorization 
Change Report (PAC) and was authorized in FY06 Energy & Water Appropriations Report. A 
construction contract was awarded in June 2009. The FY04 Appropriations Act (Public Law 
108-7) provided funding to initiate a second GRR to evaluate additional project features. 

Sponsor strongly supports completing Contract 3, continuing the second GRR, and completing 
West Bartram Disposal Facility contract. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Congresswoman Corinne Brown (FL3-D), Congressman Ander 
Crenshaw (FL4-R). 

DISTRICT : Jacksonville 
Date: 01/02/201 
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BUSINESS PROGRAM : Navigation 

PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Manatee Harbor, FL 

AUTHORIZATION : P.L.99-662, WRDA 1986, Sec. 202; PL 101-640, WRDA 1990,Manatee 
Harbor, Florida; PL 108-137, E&W, (section 157), Manatee Harbor, Florida 

LOCATION : The project is located on the Gulf coast of Florida, just south of Tampa. 

DESCRIPTION: The project provides for federal maintenance of an existing 40-foot deep by 
400-foot wide entrance channel and basin. The entrance channel extends about 3 miles in 
length from the turning basin to its intersection with the Tampa Harbor Main Channel. 
Construction of Phase I, completed in December 1996, includes the restoration of the 40-foot 
depth entrance channel. Phase II, completed in December 2005, includes the constmction of 
the new wideners at the entrance of the harbor and the turning basin enlargement. A General 
Reevaluation Report (GRR) is being finalized for Phase Mil, which address the proposed 1590- 
foot long by 400-foot wide channel extension to access additional berthing areas. 

FY2010 

SUMMARiZED FINANCIAL DATA: Constructio n 


Estimated Federal Cost 

$ 

63,400,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 

$ 

27,000,000 

Cash 

$ 

26,960,000 

Other 

$ 

40,000 

Total Estimated Cost 

$ 

90,400,000 

Allocation thru FY 2008 

$ 

38,199,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 

$ 

0 

Recovery Act Allocations To Date 

$ 

0 

Allocation for FY 201 0 

$ 

100,000 

Balance to Complete After FY 2010 

$ 

25,101,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 


NA 

FY 2010 ACTIVITIES: Comolete the GRR for 

Phase III 


EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY 

FOR PHASE: FY2010 


OTHER INFORMATION : In March 2007, the Manatee County Port Authority (MCPA) requested 
that a new alternative dredge material disposal site at Piney Point be considered over the 
recommended NAD plan, which has delayed completion of the Phase III GRR pending further 
analysis. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Martinez (FL), Nelson (FL), Buchanan (FL-13) 

DISTRICT : Jacksonville 
Date: 01/02/2010 
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BUSINESS LINE : Navigation 
PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Ponce de Leon Inlet, FL 


AUTHORIZATION : Public Law 106-53 (WRDA 1999), Section 101(b)(8). 

LOCATION : Ponce de Leon Inlet is located in Volusia County on the eastern coast of Florida 
about 65 miles south of St. Augustine Harbor and 57 miles north of Canaveral Harbor, Florida 


DESCRIPTION : The project provides for a 1000 
and parallel to the north jetty, with scour apron. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA: Constructio 
Estimated Federal Cost 
Estimated Non-Federal Cost 
Cash 
Other 

Total Estimated Cost 

Allocation thru FY 2008 
Allocation for FY 2009 
Recovery Act Allocations To Date 
Allocation for FY 2010 

Balance to Complete After FY 2010 
Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 


-foot south jetty extension toward the ocean 
FY 2010 


$ 5,100,000 
$ 4,200,000 
$ 4,180,000 
$ 20,000 

$ 9,300,000 

$ 2,206,000 
$ 1,148,000 
$ 0 
$ 969,000 

$ 777,000 

1.3 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Execute Project Partnership Agreement, completion of plans and 
specifications. 


EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : FY2012. 


OTHER INFORMATION : Execution of the Project Partnership Agreement (PPA) remains 
pending until receipt of all necessary funds. The Section 902 limit was exceeded by a new 
construction cost estimate. A Value Engineering Study is currently being conducted to identify 
opportunities to reduce project costs while maintaining the integrity of the structure. Award of a 
construction contract is dependent upon execution of a PPA and receipt of additional funding 
and new project authorization. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Congresswoman Suzanne Kosmas (FL24-D). 

DISTRICT : Jacksonville 
Date; 01/02/2010 
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BUSINESS LINE : Navigation 

PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Port Everglades Harbor, FL (CG) Reimbursement 
AUTHORIZATION : Section 515 WRDA 2000, PL 106-541. 

LOCATION : Port Everglades, Florida 

DESCRIPTION : The authorized project includes provisions to reimburse the non-Federal 
interests the Federal share of costs incurred to construct the Southport Channel and Turning 
Notch located in the Port Everglades Harbor in the sum of $15,003,000, as determined by the 
Secretary, 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA: Constructio 
Estimated Federal Cost 
Estimated Non-Federal Cost 
Cash 
Other 

Total Estimated Cost 


FY2010 

n 

$ 15,003,000 
$ 7,888,000 
$ 7,888,000 
$ 0 
$ 22,891,000 


Allocation thru FY 2008 
Allocation for FY 2009 
Recovery Act Allocations To Date 
Allocation for FY 2010 


$ 3,305,000 
$ 1,435,000 
$ 0 
$ 727,000 


Balance to Complete After FY 201 0 $ 9,536,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 1 .4 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Provide reimbursement of $727,000. 


EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE: FY 2011. 


OTHER INFORMATION : There is an established limit of $1 0,000,000 per fiscal year for 
reimbursement. 


CONGRESSIONAL I NTEREST : Congresswoman Debbie Wasser man Schultz (FL20-D), 
Congressman Ron Klein {FL22-D). 

DISTRICT : Jacksonville 
Date: 01/02/2010 
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BUSINESS LINE : Navigation 


PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Tuscaloosa Area Office, AL 


AUTHORIZATION : Public Law 108-447, Sec. Ill and Public Law 110-1 14 Sec. 3001 
LOCATION : Tuscaloosa, AL 


DESCRIPTION : This project provides for relocation of the Corps of Engineers 
maintenance compound at a new site and construction of a new administration building 
on the current site. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA: Constructio 
Estimated Federal Cost 
Estimated Non-Federal Cost 
Cash 
Other 

Total Estimated Cost 


FY2010 

n 

$ 32,000,000 
$ 0 
$ 0 
$ 0 
$ 32,000,000 


Allocation thru FY 2008 
Allocation for FY 2009 
Recovery Act Allocations To Date 
Allocation for FY 2010 


$ 8,757,000 
$ 7,500,000 
$ 0 
$ 7,500,000 


Balance to Complete After FY 2010 $ 8,243,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% NA 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Available funds (FY10 carry-in and FY10 allocation) will be used 
to complete plans and specs and award a construction contract for Phase 11 work. Phase 
11 work includes all remaining buildings, including paint, welding, carpenter, mechanical, 
and machine shops. Funds will also be used to continue design for the Corps of 
Engineers administration building. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : 201 1 subject to availability 
of funds. 


OTHER INFORMATION : Relocating will provide the opportunity to consolidate offices, 
improve security and separate government-owned, contractor-operated, facilities from 
the government offices. The site will meet current and future needs for the office, 
warehouse and shop facilities. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Senator Richard Shelby (AL), Senator Jeff Sessions 
(AL) and Congressman Davis (AL-07). 

DISTRICT : Mobile. 

Date: 01/02/2010 
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BUSINESS PROGRAM : Navigation 

PROJECT/STUDY NAME : SC Coast Regional Sediment Management, SC 

AUTHORIZATION : Section 2037, P.L 110-114 as amended Section 204, P.L. 102-980. 
This is a Continuing Authorities Program (CAP). 

LOCATION : Coastal South Carolina 

DESCRIPTION: This study will allow collaboration and coordination with South Carolina 
state officials in a capacity that will lead to a state led understanding of the coastal 
sediment resources available and to improve state and local planning with respect to 
beach renourishment projects. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA: Feasibility 
Estimated Federal Cost 
Estimated Non-Federal Cost 
Cash 
Other 

Total Estimated Cost 


FY2010 


$ 320,400 

$0 

$0 

$0 

$ 320,400 


Allocation thru FY 2008 $ 0 

Allocation for FY 2009 $ 1 70,400 

Recovery Act Allocations to Date $ 0 

Allocation for FY 201 0 $ 40,000 

Balance to Complete After FY 2010 $ 1 10,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% NA 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : FY2010 activities include the attendance in several meetings, 
forums and conferences with state and local agencies/officials regarding South Carolina 
Regional Sediment Management as well as transference of information between all 
agencies that could assist the state in their understanding of the sediment that is 
studied. 


EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : FY2011 

OTHER INFORMATION: None 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Brown (SC-1) 

DISTRICT : Charleston 
DATE: 01/02/2010 


1 February 2010 
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BUSINESS LINE : Environment 

PROJECT/STUDY NAME : C&SF: Indian River Lagoon North, FL 

AUTHORIZATION : Section 309 (I) WRDA 1992 (Public Law 102-580) and Section 528 of 
WRDA 1996 (Public Law 104-303) 

LOCATION : Brevard, Indian River and Volusia counties, FL 

DESCRIPTION : The Indian River North is located along 128 miles of the east/central coast of 
Florida from Ponce De Leon Inlet to Fort Pierce Inlet (within Volusia, Brevard and Indian River 
Counties). The feasibility study is comprehensively examining priority areas of the Lagoon 
estuarine environments to determine the necessary restoration modifications to successfully 
restore healthy ecological conditions to the Lagoon. 

FY 2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 
Estimated Federal Cost $ 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost $ 

Cash $ 

Other $ 

Total Estimated Cost $ 

Allocation thru 2008 $ 

Allocation for FY 2009 
Recovery Act Allocations To Date 
Allocation for FY 2010 $ 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 
Benefit to Cost Ratio @7% 

FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Continuation of the feasibility study. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : 2012 

OTHER INFORMATION : None 

CONGRESSIONAL I NTEREST : Bill Posey ( R) FL-1 5, Tom Rooney (R) FL-1 6, Suzann e 
Kosmas (D) FL-24. 

DISTRICT : Jacksonville 
Date: 01/02/2010 


Study 

2,292,000 

2,292,000 

2.292.000 
0 

4.584.000 


1,592,000 

$0 

’?26,0<,0 
$ 574,000 
NA 
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BUSINESS PROGRAM : Environment 

PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Reedy River, SC 

AUTHORIZATION : Resolution adopted 24 Jul 02 by the House T&l Committee and Section 
454, P.L. 106-541 (WRDA2000) 

LOCATION : The Reedy River Watershed is located in the northwest portion of South Carolina, 
entirely within Greenville and Laurens Counties. The Reedy River Watershed is approximately 
61 miles long and 14 miles wide at its widest point and comprises a total drainage area of 352 
square miles and 325 miles of stream channel. 

DESCRIPTION: This study will determine the feasibility of carrying out a project for habitat 
restoration, water quality, flooding/floodplain delineation, and other related purposes on the 
Reedy River. The City of Greenville, SC is interested in initiating and completing a feasibility 
study focusing on the construction of environmental restoration projects and investigating 
opportunities for flood damage reduction features in the vicinity of Greenville, SC. A 905(b) 
report was approved in December 2003; however, the study was terminated in FY 2005 due to 
lack of sponsor. In November 2008, we were contacted by the City of Greenville, SC stating 
they wanted to restart the study with them as local sponsor. 

FY 2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA: Study 


Estimated Federal Cost $ 783,000 

.Estimated Non-Federal Cost $ 600,000 

Cash $ 600,000 

Other $ 0 

Total Estimated Cost $ 1,383,000 

Allocation thru FY 2008 $ 183,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 $ 0 

Recovery Act Allocations thru 31 Dec 09 $ 0 

Allocation for FY 2010 $ 90,000 

Balance to Complete After FY 201 0 $ 51 0,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% NA 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Initiate a feasibility study. The first order of work will be to prepare a 
Peer Review Plan and execute the Feasibility Cost Sharing Agreement. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : FY2012 

OTHER INFORMATION: None 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Graham (SC), DeMInt (SC), Inglis (SC-4) 

DISTRICT : Charleston 
DATE: 01/02/2010 
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BUSINESS LINE : Environment 

PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Belhaven Harbor Environmental Improvements, Belhaven, 
North Carolina 

AUTHORIZATION : Section 1135, WRDA1986, as amended. This is a Continuing 
Authorities Program (CAP). 

LOCATION : Belhaven Harbor is located on Pantego Creek, a tributary of the Pungo 
River in Beaufort County, North Carolina, about 140 miles east of Raleigh. 

DESCRIPTION : The original project was specifically authorized on June 20, 1938 (HD 
693/75/3) and consists of timber breakwaters at the mouth of Pantego Creek and a 
channel 12 feet deep, 100 feet wide, from Pungo River to a point about 800 feet east of 
the highway bridge, with a basin, 300 feet wide, 800 feet long, at the upper end. The 
proposed modification would consist of a submerged reef in the lee (harbor side) of each 
breakwater and additional marsh at the landside ends of each breakwater. 


FY2010 
Feasibility 

Estimated Federal Cost $ 255,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost $ 155,000 

Cash $ 155,000 

Other $ 0 

Total Estimated Cost $ 41 0,000 

Allocation Thru FY 2008 $ 230,000 

Allocation For FY 2009 0 

Recovery Act Allocations to Date 0 

Allocation For FY 2010 $25,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 0 

Benefit to Cost Ratio at 7% NA 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES: Continue the feasibility study, hold alternative formulation briefing 
and complete the draft report and environmental assessment for public view. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE: FY2011. 

OTHER INFORMATION . The existing breakwaters provide fish attraction but no 
significant fish habitat or food production, and only moderate wave attenuation. 

CONGRESSIONAL I NTEREST : Senator Burr, Senator Hagan, and Representative 
Jones (NC-03). 

DISTRICT : Wilmington 
Date: 01/02/2010 
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BUSINESS LINE : Environment 
PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Big Fishweir Creek, FL 

AUTHORIZATION : Section 206 of the Water Resources Development Act (WRDA) of 1996 
(P.L. 104-303), as amended by Section 1006(a)(1) of WRDA 2007 (P.L 110-114). This is a 
Continuing Authorities Program (CAP). 

LOCATION : Jacksonville, Florida 

DESCRIPTION : Big Fishweir Creek is an urban tributary of the St. Johns River (An American 
Heritage River). This tributary is tidally influenced. The contributing sub-basin to Big Fishweir 
Creek has been urbanized predominantly with residential land use. Limited storm water 
management has been implemented in the sub-basin, resulting in sediment deposition in the 
creek. Urbanization included encroachment along the banks of the creek. Over time, 
contaminated sediment from untreated storm water has been deposited in the creek, which 
supports low quality habitat. The purpose of this project is to reestablish healthy aquatic habitat 
in Big Fishweir Creek. The reestablishment of healthy aquatic habitat can provide nursery 
areas, a source of food and shelter, and improved water quality in the creek. 


FY 2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA Feasibility 

Estimated Federal Cost $ 723,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost $ 0 

Cash $ 0 

Other $ 0 

Total Estimated Cost $ 723,000 

Allocation thru 2008 $ 423,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 $ 0 

Recovery Act Allocations To Date $ 0 

Allocation for FY 2010 $ 300,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 201 0 $ 0 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% NA 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Complete feasibility phase. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : FY2010 

OTHER INFORMATION : Feasibility is currently 100% federally funded yet the total feasibility 
phase costs will be Included in the PPA for cost sharing during Dl phase. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Congresswoman Corrine Brown (FL3-D). 

DISTRICT : Jacksonville 
Date: 01/02/2010 


1 February 2010 
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FACT SHEET 
CONSTRUCTION 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE : Environment 

PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Caloosahatchee Oxbows Restoration, FL 

AUTHORIZATION : Section 1 135, of the 1986 Water Resources Development Act. This is a 
Continuing Authorities Program (CAP). 

LOCATION : Lee County, Florida 

DESCRIPTION : The Caloosahatchee River lies in south and southwestern Florida, in Lee, 
Hendry, and Glades Counties. It flows from Lake Okeechobee in central south Florida in a 
westerly direction to the Gulf of Mexico at Ft. Myers in Lee County. The restoration of the 
degraded oxbows is important for the well-being of the natural resources of the region and the 
economy of local communities. The Caloosahatchee oxbows support the only remaining natural 
riverine habitat in the altered river system. As such these areas provide important habitat for 
the critical ecosystem functions of feeding, nesting, refuge and nursery areas for aquatic 
dependent species, some of which are State and Federally listed species. These areas serve 
as the critical link in the life cycle of many organisms from macroinvertebrate communities that 
form the base of the food chain to fish, birds, reptiles, and mammals. 


FY 2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA Feasibility 

Estimated Federal Cost $ 324,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost $ 0 

Cash $ 0 

Other $ 0 

Total Estimated Cost $ 324,000 

Allocation thru 2008 $ 24,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 $ 20,000 

Recovery Act Allocations To Date $ 0 

Allocation for FY 2010 $140,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 201 0 $ 140,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio Applicable @ 7% NA 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Continue work in the feasibility phase. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : FY2012 

OTHER INFORMATION : Feasibility is currently 100% federally funded yet the total phase cost 
will be included in the PPA for cost sharing during Dl phase. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Congressman Connie Mack IV (FL14-R). 

DISTRICT : Jacksonville 
Date: 01/02/2010 


1 February 2010 
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FACT SHEET 
CONSTRUCTION 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS LINE : Environment 

PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Chattahoochee River Dam Removal, AL & GA 

AUTHORIZATION : Section 206 of the Water Resources Development Act (WRDA) of 
1996 (P.L. 104-303), as amended by Section 1006(a)(1) of WRDA 2007 (P.L. 110-114). 
This is a Continuing Authorities Program (CAP). 

LOCATION : Columbus, GA and Phenix City, AL. 

DESCRIPTION : The proposed aquatic ecosystem restoration project consists of the 
removal of the Eagle and Phenix Dam and the City Mills Dam to restore approximately 
2.3 miles of the Chattahoochee River to a free flowing condition. Also included in the 
project are ancillary recreational features that would be compatible with the primary 
aquatic habitat restoration goals. This project is considered the Locally Preferred Plan. 
A number of important species will benefit from the restoration effort. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA Design 
Estimated Federal Cost $ 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost $ 

Cash $ 

Other $ 

Total Estimated Cost $ 


FY2010 

and Implementation fDH 

4.485.000 
19,000,000 
19,000,000 
0 

23.485.000 


Allocation thru FY 2008 $1,102,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 
Recovery Act Allocations To Date 
Allocation for FY 2010 $ 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 
Benefit to Cost Ratio N/A 


$ 800,000 

$ 2,022,000 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Currently preparing Interim 50% Design Phase for plans and 
specifications. Contract will be awarded to complete Final Design Phase in third quarter 
FY2010. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : Dl completion date is 201 1 . 
OTHER INFORMATION : None 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Senator Chambliss (GA), Senator Isakson (GA), 
Senator Shelby (AL), Senator Sessions (AL), Congressman Bishop (GA-02), 
Congressman Westmoreland (GA-03) and Congressman Rogers (AL-03). 

DISTRICT : Mobile 
DATE: 01/02/2010 


1 February 2010 
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FACT SHEET 
CONSTRUCTION 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE : Environment 

PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Concord Streambank Restoration, NC 

AUTHORIZATION : Section 206 of the Water Resources Deveiopment Act (WRDA) of 1 996 
(P.L 104-303), as amended by Section 1006(a)(1) of WRDA 2007 (P.L 110-114). This is a 
Continuing Authorities Program (CAP). 

LOCATION : The proposed project streams are located in the city of Concord, North 
Carolina, in Cabarrus County, approximately 20 miles northeast of Charlotte, NC. 

DESCRIPTION : The study area is experiencing rapid residential and commercial 
development, resulting from urban sprawl generated by the nearby booming economy of 
Charlotte. The streams originally considered for study are Three Mile Branch, Afton Run, 
Strieker Branch, and Academy Center Branch. Improvements for Strieker Branch and 
Academy Center Branch are being implemented under CAP 206. Afton Run was removed 
from further consideration due to restoration work being conducted by the NC Ecosystem 
Enhancement Program. Further studies on Three Mile Branch are now proposed as a 
specifically authorized project due to scope and cost of study. 

FY2010 


Estimated Federal Cost 

Desian and Imolementation fDII 
$ 3,523,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 

$ 2,194,000 

Cash 

$418,000 

Other 

$ 1,776,000 

Total Estimated Cost 

$5,717,000 

Allocation thru FY 2008 

$0 

Allocation for FY 2009 

$ 42,000 

Recovery Act Allocation to Date 

$0 

Allocations thru FY 2010 

$ 500,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 

$2,981,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio at 7% 

N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES: Negotiate and execute the PPA; initiate design contract for 
restoration measures at Strieker Branch and Academy Center Branch. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE: FY 2014 

OTHER INFORMATION : The city of Concord’s dedication to pursue the stream restoration 
initiatives is evident in the very proactive approach it has already taken to prepare the city's 
first land use plan. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Burr (NC), Hagan (NC), Kissell (NC-08) 

DISTRICT : Wilmington 
Date: 01/02/2010 


1 February 2010 
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FACT SHEET 
CONSTRUCTION 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE : Environment 

PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Cypress Creek Restoration Project, AL 

AUTHORIZATION : Section 206 of the Water Resources Development Act (WRDA) of 
1996 (P.L. 104-303), as amended by Section 1006(a)(1) of WRDA 2007 (P.L 110-114). 
This is a Continuing Authorities Program (CAP). 

LOCATION : Cypress Pond, in Montgomery, AL, is bounded by Communications 
Parkway and Foumey Street near the City of Montgomery’s Communications Facility. 
Cypress Creek is connected to Cypress Pond and traverses southeast along Prince 
Street and Railroad Street draining into Cypress Inlet. Cypress Inlet is located in 
Downtown Montgomery near the Rivenwalk Amphitheater and the Riverwalk Baseball 
Stadium on Water St. 

DESCRIPTION : The Cypress Creek study will investigate aquatic ecosystem restoration 
and protection which will improve the quality of the environment. 


FY 2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA Feasibility 

Estimated Federal Cost $ 300,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost $ 200,000 

Cash $ 200,000 

Other $ 0 

Total Estimated Cost $ 500,000 

Allocation thru FY 2008 $ 0 

Allocation for FY 2009 $ 0 

Recovery Act Allocations To Date $ 0 

Allocation for FY 2010 $ 100,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 $ 200,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Begin feasibility phase, determine federal interest and execute a 
Feasibility Cost Sharing Agreement (FCSA). 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : Complete feasibility phase 
in FY 2011. 

OTHER INFORMATION : None 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Congressman Bright (AL-02) 

DISTRICT : Mobile 
DATE: 01/02/2010 


1 February 2010 
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FACT SHEET 
CONSTRUCTION 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE : Environment 

PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Hogans Creek Restoration, FL 

AUTHORIZATION : Section 206 of the Water Resources Development Act (WRDA) of 1996 
(P.L. 1 04-303), as amended by Section 1 006(a)(1) of WRDA 2007 (P.L. 11 0-1 1 4). This is a 
Continuing Authorities Program (CAP). 

LOCATION : Jacksonville, Florida 

DESCRIPTION : Hogans Creek is an urban, tidally influenced tributary in the vibrant downtown 
Jacksonville neighborhood of Springfield. It contains 36 hydrologic units and 1 channel reach. It 
drains 3.1 square miles, is 1 .7 miles long and has 1 1 major roadway crossings. The tributary is 
considered Essential Fish Habitat, and discharges into the St. Johns River (a designated 
American Heritage River). The project will improve the natural flow of the creek and create 
wetland areas in the creek’s basin. This restoration project will restore fish and wildlife habitat, 
and improve water quality by creating a greenway along the creek’s corridor. An increase in 
aquatic vegetation is expected, which would produce a food source and habitat for fish and 
wildlife within the Hogans Creek ecosystem. 


FY 2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA fSOOOl Feasibility 

Estimated Federal Cost $ 750,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost $ 0 

Cash $ 0 

Other $ 0 

Total Estimated Cost $ 750,000 

Allocation thru 2008 $ 450,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 $ 50,000 

Recovery Act Allocations To Date $ 0 

Allocation for FY 2010 $ 250,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 $0 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% NA 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Complete feasibility phase. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : 2010 

OTHER INFORMATION : Currently, the feasibility phase is 100% federally funded yet the total 
feasibility cost will be included in the total project cost when the PPA is executed for cost 
sharing. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Congresswoman Conine Brown (FL3-D). 

DISTRICT : Jacksonville 
Date: 01/02/2010 


1 February 2010 
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FACT SHEET 
CONSTRUCTION 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE: Environment 


PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Lake Jessup, FL 

AUTHORIZATION : Section 1135, 1986 Water Resources Development Act, as Amended. This 
is a Continuing Authorities Program (CAP). 

LOCATION : Seminole County, Florida 

DESCRIPTION : Lake Jessup is a large 16,000-acre, shallow lake that lies near the center of 
Seminole County, east of Winter Springs and south of Sanford. The Lake was historically 
connected to the St. Johns River by a natural oxbow channel. Scientists believe that the 
excavation of the Federal channel has decreased the lake and rivers oscillating flow and 
circulation pattern, constraining the lakes ability to cleanse itself of nutrients. The project will 
study and address ecosystem restoration modification to “Government Cut” and other 
restoration measures to restore circulation and flow. 


FY 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 
Estimated Federal Cost $ 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost $ 
Cash 
Other 

Total Estimated Cost $ 


Design 


2010 

and Implementation fPlf 

4.054.000 

1.352.000 
$ 1,352,000 
$0 

5.406.000 


Allocation thru 2008 $ 

Allocation for FY 2009 $ 

Recovery Act Allocations To Date 
Allocation for FY 201 0 $ 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 
Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 


622,000 

0 

$0 

0 

$ 3,432,000 
NA 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Execute the Project Partnership Agreement (PPA). 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : FY2012 

OTHER INFORMATION : Feasibility phase was 100% federally financed at $677,000. This cost 
will be included in the PPA for cost sharing during Dl phase. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Congressman Suzanne Kosmas (FL24-D) 


DISTRICT : Jacksonville 
Date; 01/02/2010 


1 February 2010 
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FACT SHEET 
CONSTRUCTION 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS LINE : Environment 

PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Little River Watershed, GA 

AUTHORIZATION : Section 206 of the Water Resources Development Act (WRDA) of 
1996 (P.L. 104-303), as amended by Section 1006(a)(1) of WRDA 2007 (P.L. 110-1 14). 
This is a Continuing Authorities Program (CAP). 

LOCATION : Hall County, GA 

DESCRIPTION : The aquatic ecosystem in the West Fork Little River watershed has 
been significantly impaired by historic agricultural practices, and urbanization of Hall 
County, Georgia. The comprehensive watershed restoration includes construction of a 
peak flow reduction features and riparian corridor restoration features. Conservation 
easements and/or fee ownership by Hall County shall aid in providing sustainable long- 
term solutions to restore the health of this important aquatic ecosystem. 

FY2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA Feasibility Dl _ 


Estimated Federal Cost $ 

650,000 

$ 1,267,500 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost $ 

0 $ 

1,032,500’ 

Cash $ 

0 $ 

1,032,500 

Other $ 

0 $ 

0 

Total Estimated Cost $ 

650,000 

$ 2,300,000 

Allocation thru FY 2008 

$414,000 

$0 

Allocation for FY 2009 

$ 86,000 

$0 

Recovery Act Allocations To Date 

so 

so 

Allocation for FY 2010 

$ 75,000 

$0 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 

$ 75,000 

$ 1,267,500 
N/A 


* Feasibility phase is 100% federally funded. The total Feasibility cost will be included in the PPA 
for 65-35% cost sharing during Dl. 

FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Complete feasibility study, negotiate/execute PPA and begin 
detailed project design for construction plans and specifications. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : Feasibility phase is 
scheduled for completion May 2010. Scheduled Dl completion April 2011. 

OTHER INFORMATION : Feasibility review requirements external to South Atlantic 
Division adds potential need for additional funding for Agency Technical Review ($75K). 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Congressman Nathan Deal (GA-09) 

DISTRICT : Mobile 
DATE: 01/02/2010 


1 February 2010 
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FACT SHEET 
CONSTRUCTION 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE : Environment 

PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Sarasota Bay Restoration, FL 

AUTHORIZATION : Section 1135, of the 1990 Water Resources Development Act. This is a 
Continuing Authorities Program (CAP). 

LOCATION : Sarasota, Florida 

DESCRIPTION : Sarasota Bay is a classic coastal lagoon system located on the central coast 
of Florida between Tampa Bay and Venice, Florida. The coastal wetlands and sea grass 
meadows in the Sarasota Bay region have been significantly impacted from past dredge and fill 
activities including construction of the Intracoastal Waterway (ICW). Dredge material was 
frequently placed on mangroves and shallow water bay bottoms creating upland areas, which 
were invaded by exotic plants. Sarasota Bay is designated a Class ll-Outstanding Florida Water 
(OFW) except for the area directly east of the ICW in Sarasota County, which is designated a 
Class lll-OFW. Sarasota Bay was also designated a priority water body by the U.S. 
Environmental Protection Agency in Section 320 of the Clean Water Act, as amended in 1987. 
This study is authorized by Section 1 135, of the 1990 Water Resources Development Act. 




FY2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 

Design 

and Imoiementation fDII 

Estimated Federal Cost $ 


4,688,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost $ 


1,562,000 

Cash 


$1,562,000 

Other 


$0 

Total Estimated Cost $ 


6,250,000 

Allocation thru 2008 $ 


649,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 $ 


0 

Recovery Act Allocations To Date 

$ 

0 

Allocation for FY 2010 


$ 140,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 
Benefit to Cost Ratio @7% N/A 


$ 3,899,000 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Execute the Project Partnership Agreement (PPA) and begin design. 
EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : FY2014 
OTHER INFORMATION : None. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Congressman Vem Buchanan (FL13-R). 

DISTRICT : Jacksonville 
Date: 01/02/2010 


1 February 2010 
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FACT SHEET 
CONSTRUCTION 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS LINE : Environment 

PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Western Cary Streams Restoration, NC 

AUTHORIZATION : Section 206 of the Water Resources Deveiopment Act (WRDA) of 
1996 (P.L. 104-303), as amended by Section 1006(a)(1) of WRDA 2007 (P.L. 110-114). 
This is a Continuing Authorities Program (CAP). 

LOCATION : The proposed project streams are located in the city of Cary in Wake 
County in central North Carolina. 

DESCRIPTION : Areas of White Oak Creek, west of downtown Cary, Wake County, 
North Carolina are developing rapidly and are in danger of significant deteriorization of 
the water resources and aquatic habitat as urban pressures grow. The current project 
will restore and protect the hydrologic regime, repair existing stream damage, and 
improve aquatic and riparian habitat along only the upper part of White Oak Creek. 

FY2010 

Design and Implementation fPII 


Estimated Federal Cost $ 700,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost $ 630,000 

Cash $ 0 

Other $ 630,000 

Total Estimated Cost $ 1 ,330,000 

Allocation thru FY 2008 $ 0 

Allocation for FY 2009 $ 50,000 

Recovery Act Allocation to Date $ 0 

Allocations thru FY 2010 $ 150,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 $ 500,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio at 7% NA 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES: The Project Partnership Agreement (PPA) was executed in 
December 2010. Initiate project design. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE: FY2013 

OTHER INFORMATION : The project partnership agreement was executed in 
December 2009. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Burr (NC), Hagan (NC), Price (NC-04) 

DISTRICT : Wilmington 
Date: 01/02/2010 


1 February 2010 
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FACT SHEET 
CONSTRUCTION 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS LINE: Environmental Infrastructure 


PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Atlanta Environmental Infrastructure, GA 
AUTHORIZATION : Water Resources Development Act of 1 992, Section 21 9, as amended 
LOCATION : Metro-Atlanta, Georgia 

DESCRIPTION : The Atlanta wastewater collection and treatment system consists of over 2,000 
miles of sewers and 7 treatment plants, much of which was built in the 19"’ century. Excessive 
storm water and wastewater overflows and leaks from the aging system are seriously impacting 
the metropolitan Atlanta regional water quality. Aging environmental infrastructure, including 
water distribution and wastewater systems, and degraded surface streams continue to be 
problematic in this region. Projects currently prioritized are related to combined sewer capacity 
relief, storm water, separated sewer, and drinking water supply infrastructure. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA: 
Estimated Federal Cost 
Estimated Non-Federal Cost 
Cash 
Other 

Total Estimated Cost 


FY2010 
Construction 
$ 25,000,000 
$ 8,300,000 
$ 8,300,000 
$ 0 
$ 33,300,000 


Allocation thru FY 2008 
Allocation for FY 2009 
Recovery Act Allocations To Date 
Allocation for FY 2010 


$ 2,397,000 
$ 1,818,000 
$ 5,682,000 
$ 1,429,000 


Balance to Complete After FY 2010 $ 13,674,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% NA 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Complete design and construct storm water, drinking supply, or 
wastewater infrastructure projects in the Atlanta regional watershed. 


EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE: FY2010 


OTHER INFORMATION : Non-Federal project sponsors are beginning to work together as a 
region to set priorities and recommend projects for design and construction under this authority. 

CONGRESSIONAL IN TEREST : Senator Saxby Cha mbiiss (GA), S enator John ny Isakson 
(GA), Congressman Hank John son (GA-04), Congressman John Lewis (GA-05), Congressman 
Phil Gingrey (GA-11) and Congressman Tom Price (GA-06). 

DISTRICT : Mobile 
Date: 01/02/2010 


1 February 2010 
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FACT SHEET 
CONSTRUCTION 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS LINE : Environmental Infrastructure 

PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Florida Keys Water Quality Improvements Program 

AUTHORIZATION : Consolidated Appropriations Act, 2001 (Public Law 106-554, Section 109) 
and section 5062 ofWRDA2007, PL 110-114 

LOCATION : Florida Keys National Marine Sanctuary, FL. 

DESCRIPTION : The authorized program provides for the planning, design and construction of 
treatment works projects to improve water quality within the Florida Keys National Marine 
Sanctuary, the nation’s largest marine protected area. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA: 


FY2010 

Construction 

Estimated Federal Cost 

$ 

100,000,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 

$ 

53,800,000 

Cash 

$ 


Other 

$ 


Total Estimated Cost 

$ 

153,800,000 

Allocation thru FY 2008 

$ 

8,857,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 

$ 

11,249,000 

Recovery Act Allocations To Date 

$ 

7,000,000 

Allocation for FY 2010 

$ 

242,000 

Balance to Complete After FY 201 0 

$ 

72,652,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 


N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Continue the reimbursement to municipalities for construction of 
wastewater and stormwater treatment facilities within the Florida Keys. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : N/A (Ongoing program) 

OTHER INFORMATION : Federal funding for this program has been added annually to the 
budget by Congress. Although the Corps is only authorized to expend up to $1 OOM, the total 
program need is in excess of $600M. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Congresswoman ileana Ros-Lehtinen (FL18-R), 
Congresswoman Debbie Wasserman-Schultz (FL20-D). 

DISTRICT : Jacksonville 
Date: 01/02/2010 


1 February 2010 
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FACT SHEET 
CONSTRUCTION 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS LINE : Environmental Infrastructure 

PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Lakes Marion and Moultrie, SC 

AUTHORIZATION : Sec 219, P.L. 102-580 and Sec 502(f)(25), P.L. 106-53 as amended by Sec 
108(c)(4)P.L. 106-554 and further amended by Sec 126, P.L. 108-137 and further amended by Sec 
5128, P.L. 110-114 

LOCATION : Central South Carolina 

DESCRIPTION: Using Lake Marion as a source, the system will provide potable water to satisfy the 
immediate and future water supply and sewer needs for a large portion of five counties and six 
municipalities located in central South Carolina. The project includes construction of an 8 MOD (million 
gallon per day) water treatment plant, installation of approximately 62 miles of water transmission lines, 
and installation of a sewer component. The Project Cooperation Agreement was executed on 4 June 
2004. The water treatment plant was completed in May 2008. With the completion of the Elioree Phase 
approximately 1 8.4 miles of water transmission lines will be completed of the required 62 total miles. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA: 

Estimated Federal Cost 

FY2010 
Construction 
$ 120,000,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 

$ 

40,000,000 

Cash 

$ 

35,000,000 

Other 

$ 

5,000,000 

Total Estimated Cost 

$ 160,000,000 

Allocation thru FY 2008 

$ 

31,930,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 

$ 

10,000,000 

Recovery Act Allocations To Date 

$ 

9,800,000 

Allocation for FY 2010 

$ 

4,170,000 

Balance to Complete After FY 2010 

$ 

64,100,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 


NA 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Construction of the Holly Hill Phase water transmission line is underway using 
ARRA funds. The construction contract for the Elioree Phase water transmission line is scheduled for 
award in January 2010 using both ARRA funds and regular appropriated funds. The construction 
contract for the Matthews Industrial Park water tower is scheduled for award in May 2010. An 
amendment to the tetter report and Project Cooperation Agreement (PCA) is currently underway to add 
Goodby’s Creek regional wastewater treatment facility to the project. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : FY2011 

OTHER INFORMATION: Current authorization limit is $60M; an increase will be required to complete 
the project. This project has been a Congressional add to the budget every year since FY 2001 . 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Graham (SC), DeMint (SC), Clyburn (SC-6) 

DISTRICT : Charleston 
Date: 01/02/2010 
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Key to Abbreviations: 

N = Navigation 

FRM = Flood Risk Management 

Rec = Recreation 

Hydro = Hydropower 

ES = Environmental Stewardship 

WS = Water Supply 
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FACT SHEET 

OPERATION & MAINTENANCE 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS PROGRAM : Navigation 

PROJECT NAME : Beaufort Harbor, NC 

AUTHORIZATION : Section 107, River and Harbor Act of 1960, as amended 

LOCATION : The project is located in Carteret County just inside of Beaufort Inlet, adjacent to 
Morehead City Harbor, NC. 

DESCRIPTION: The authorized project provides for a system of navigation channels from 
Beaufort Inlet to various docks and basins along the coastline at Beaufort, NC, including a 
channel 15 feet deep at mean low water and 100 feet wide in Bulkhead and Gallants Channels, 
except for a depth of 12 feet in the upper 5,000 feet of Gallants Channel; a harbor of refuge in 
Town Creek 12 feet deep, 400 feet wide, and 900 feet long connected to Gallants Channel by a 
channel 12 feet deep, 150 feet wide, and 1,400 feet long; a basin 12 feet deep, 600 feet wide in 
front of the town of Beaufort except for a channel 15 feet deep, 100 feet wide through the basin; 
a stone bulkhead from Town Marsh across Bird Shoal to the west end of Carrot Island; a 
channel 14 feet deep, 70 feet wide, and 1,900 feet long from Bulkhead Channel to a turning 
basin 14 feet deep, 150 feet wide, and 300 feet long near the upper end of Morgan Creek; and 
a channel in Taylors Creek 1 5 feet deep, 100 feet wide, extending about 2.6 miles easterly from 
about opposite Marsh Street in Beaufort to Lennoxville Point at North River except for an 800- 
foot-long section at the east end, which is 12 feet deep. Total length of channels is 7.3 miles. 
Average tidal range is 2.5 feet at Beaufort and 3.5 feet at the inlet. 

FY2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA ($000) O&M 


Allocation for FY 2008 $0 

Allocation for FY 2009 $0 

Allocation for FY 201 0 $238,000 

Recovery Act Allocation to Date $0 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Perform two cycles of maintenance dredging within the entrance channel 
of the Beaufort Harbor project. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : FY2010 

OTHER INFORMATION : The current users of the project include the U.S. Coast Guard 
vessels, U.S. Marine Corps vessel traffic, commercial fishing fleet (approximately 30 vessels), 
and recreational vessels. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Senators Burr (NC-R) and Hagan (NC-D), Representative Jones 
(NC-03) 

DISTRICT : Wilmington 
Date: 1 February 2010 


1 February 2010 
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FACT SHEET 

OPERATION & MAINTENANCE 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS PROGRAM : Navigation 

PROJECT NAME : Bogue inlet and Connecting Channel, NC 

AUTHORIZATION : Section 107, River and Harbor Act of 1960, as amended 

LOCATION : The project is located along the Carteret and Onslow County line on the east coast of 
North Carolina. 

DESCRIPTION: The authorized project provides for an 8-feet deep by 150-feet wide entrance 
channel from the deep water in the Atlantic Ocean through the Bogue Inlet gorge with a 
connecting channel 6-feet deep by 90-feet wide from the inlet gorge to the intersection of the 
Atlantic Intracoastal Waterway. 


FY 2010 ($000) 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA ($000 1 O&M 

Allocation for FY 2008 $81 2,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 $184,000 

Allocation for FY 20 1 0 $46 1 , 000 

Recovery Act Allocations to Date $0 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Perform periodic maintenance dredging within the entrance channel and 
associated project connecting channel. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : FY2010 

OTHER INFORMATION : The current users of the project include the U.S. Coast Guard 
vessels, U.S. Marine Corps vessel traffic, commercial fishing fleet (approximately 30 vessels), 
and recreational vessels. The U.S. Coast Guard utilizes this project to access the U.S. Coast 
Guard Station, Emerald Isle, for search and rescue and homeland security missions. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Senators Burr (NC-R) and Hagan (NC-D), Representative Jones 
(NC-03) 

DISTRICT : Wilmington 
Date: 1 February 2010 
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FACT SHEET 

OPERATION & MAINTENANCE 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS PROGRAM : Navigation 

PROJECT NAME : Carolina Beach Inlet, NC 

AUTHORIZATION : Section 1 07, River and Harbor Act of 1960, as amended 

LOCATION : Carolina Beach Inlet is located in New Hanover County just north of the Town of 
Carolina Beach, NC. 

DESCRIPTION: The authorized project provides for a channel 8 feet deep by 1 50 feet wide, 
extending from deep water in the Atlantic Ocean through the Carolina Beach Inlet to the Atlantic 
Intracoastal Watenvay (AlWW). 


FY2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA fSOOOi O&M 

Allocation for FY 2008 $1,060,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 $276,000 

Allocation for FY 2010 $232,000 

Recovery Act Allocation to Date $0 

FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Perform one maintenance dredging cycle within the inlet entrance 
channel. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : FY2010 

OTHER INFORMATION : The project supports a significant local commercial fishing industry, 
recreational sports fishing vessels, and recreational boating vessels. Southeastern North 
Carolina’s economy is dependent on the unimpeded access to the ocean. If access to the open 
ocean through Carolina Beach Inlet becomes impassable, the next closest access point is at the 
Masonboro Inlet, approximately 9 miles to the northeast or through the Cape Fear River, 
approximately 25 miles to the south. Alternate access to the ocean from this location requires 
travelling the AlWW. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Senators Burr (NC-R) and Hagan (NC-D), Representative 
McIntyre (NC-07) 

DISTRICT : Wilmington 

Date: 1 February 2010 
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FACT SHEET 

OPERATION & MAINTENANCE 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE : Navigation 

PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Cedar Island Keaton Beach, Florida 
AUTHORIZATION : A.R. for 1884, P.1223 
LOCATION : Levy County, Florida 

DESCRIPTION : The project is located In Cedar Keys Harbor, which is in Levy County, Florida. 
The project provides for a channel 10.5 feet deep and 200 feet wide from the Gulf of Mexico to 
Cedar Key, and maintenance of the Northwest Gulf channel 8 feet deep by 1 00 feet wide from 
the Gulf of Mexico to the Main Ship Channel. 


FY 2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA ($0001 O&M 

Allocation thru FY 2008 $55,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 $0 

Allocation for FY 201 0 $1 44,000 

Recovery Act Allocation to Date $0 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Conduct condition surveys and initiate permitting and environmental 
coordination. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : Fall 2011 
OTHER INFORMATION : None 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Congressman Alan Boyd (FL-02) 

DISTRICT : Jacksonville 
Date: 1 February 2010 
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FACT SHEET 

OPERATION & MAINTENANCE 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS PROGRAM : Navigation 

PROJECT/STUDY NAME : intracoastal Waterway - Caloosahatchee River to Anclote River, 
Florida 

AUTHORIZATION : House Document 371,76,1, Dated 2 March 1945 

LOCATION : The project traverses the west coast of Florida. 

DESCRIPTION: Project consists of a channel 9 feet deep by 1 00 feet wide from 
Caloosahatchee River to Anclote River; deepening existing 100-foot-wide entrance channel at 
Casey’s Pass (Venice Inlet) to 9 feet; maintenance of bulkheads, revetments, and two jetties 
built at Casey’s Pass under a previous project; and improvement and maintenance of the 
existing Sunshine Skyway borrow channel to 9 feet deep by 100 feet wide. Waterway includes 
existing improved channels in Pine Island Sound from Punta Rossa to Charlotte Harbor, in the 
entrance to Roberts Bay at Casey’s Pass, in Little Sarasota Bay and Sarasota Bay from 
Nokomis to Tampa Bay, and in Boca Ciega Bay from Tampa Bay to Clean/vater Harbor; a 
channel 6 feet deep by 80 feet wide along the southeastern side of Boca Ciega Bay and across 
Cats Point Shoal. Length of project watenvay is approximately 160 miles. 

FY2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA ($000 1 O&M 

Allocation thru FY 2008 $ 1 0,455,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 $2,034,000 

Allocation for FY 201 0 $1 ,300,000 

Recovery Act Allocation to Date $0 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Maintenance dredging contract will be scoped to comply with available 
carryover funds. The contract will require dredging of the most critically shoaled area of the 
160 mile waterway. The contract depth will be 9 feet to maintain safe navigable depths. The 
Intracoastal Watenvay - Caloosahatchee River to Anclote River provides access to several 
harbors of refuge during hurricanes and other severe storms. The waterway also provides 
access for the U.S. Coast Guard to provide Search and Rescue Missions. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : FY2011 

OTHER INFORMATION : None 

CONGRESSIONAL IN TEREST : Senator Me I Martinez (FL-R), Sen ator Bill Ne Ison (FL-D), 
Congressman Gus Bilirakis (FL-09) , Congressman C. W. “Bill” Young (FL-10), Congressman 
Vern Buchanan (FL-13), Congressman Connie Mack (FL-14) 

DISTRICT : Jacksonville 

Date: 1 February 2010 
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FACT SHEET 

OPERATION & MAINTENANCE 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS PROGRAM : Navigation 

PROJECT NAME : Lockwoods Folly River, NC 

AUTHORIZATION : River and Harbor Act of 1890 

LOCATION : Lockwoods Folly River is located in Brunswick County on the southeastern coast 
of North Carolina about 18 miles west of the Cape Fear River. 

DESCRIPTION: The authorized project provides for a channel 8 feet deep by 1 50 feet wide 
through Lockwoods Folly Inlet and a channel 6 feet deep by 1 00 feet wide at low water from the 
Atlantic Intracoastal Waterway (AlWW) to the bridge at Supply, a distance of approximately 12.5 
miles. 


FY 2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA fSOOO l O&M 

Allocation for FY 2008 $608,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 $709,000 

Allocation for FY 20 1 0 $281 ,000 

Recovery Act Allocation to Date $1 ,061 ,000 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Perform one maintenance dredging cycle of the ocean bar channel. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : FY2010 

OTHER INFORMATION : The project supports a significant local commercial fishing industry. 
Southeastern North Carolina's economy is dependent on the seafood industry and unimpeded 
access to the ocean. If access to the open ocean through Lockwoods Folly River becomes 
impassable to the commercial fishing industry the next closest access is through the Cape Fear 
River, approximately 15 miles to the east. Alternate access to the ocean from this location 
requires travelling the Atlantic Intracoastal Waterway. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Senators Burr (NC-R) and Hagan (NC-D), Representative 
McIntyre (NC-07) 

DISTRICT : Wilmington 

Date: 1 February 2010 
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FACT SHEET 

OPERATION & MAINTENANCE 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS PROGRAM : Navigation 

PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Miami River, FL 

AUTHORIZATION : Rivers and Harbors Act of 1930 

LOCATION : Miami, Florida 

DESCRIPTION: The project area includes the 5.5 miles of the Miami River in Dade County 
from its mouth to a point past 36th Street, where it joins the Miami Canal. The river is a federal 
navigation project with authorized channel depths of fifteen feet. The river varies in width from 
150 feet at the confluence with Biscayne Bay to 90 feet in the upper reaches. Development has 
caused serious water quality problems in the river. A feasibility report submitted in March 1990 
showed no justification for the project based on navigation improvements or environmental 
concerns, but did include the recommendation to proceed with maintenance dredging. This 
dredging will be funded under the Operation and Maintenance (O&M) program and 
Congressional Adds to restore the federal navigation channel to its authorized dimensions. 

FY2010 

$5,609,000 
$9,842,000 
$374,000 
$0 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA I 
Allocation for FY 2008 
Allocation for FY 2009 
Allocation for FY 2010 
Recovery Act Allocation to Date 


SOOQj O&M 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Contract claims are being resolved and the project will be financially 
closed out. 


EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE: FY2010 


OTHER INFORMATION : The District awarded a maintenance dredging contract in April 2004. 
This project was highly scrutinized due to the enwronmental sensitivity in dealing with 
contaminated sediments. The selected contractor proposed an economically feasible and 
environmentally acceptable process. The dredging was performed with a mechanical dredge 
and the excavated material processed at a plant located next to the river in an effort to 
segregate the sand, fines (clays and silts) and water. Then, material not usable for re-use was 
deposited in a local landfill. The water returned back into the river. 

This contract had a 5-year duration (through April 2009), dependent on the timely receipt of 
funding. Total cost of the federal channel project is $64.5 million at a cost share of 80% federal, 
20% non-federal. In addition, the project included a betterment for the project sponsor (100% 
share), also known as “bank-to-bank”, for an additional $10.3 million. The total contract has a 
base bid and 28 options (including 13 bank-to-bank options) segregated into 15 Acceptance 
Sections. In FY 2004 and FY 2005, the contractor was awarded and completed the base bid 
and eleven options (Acceptance Sections 1 through 6). This was about 40% of the entire 
project. In November 2005, we incurred the first interim demobilization of the contractor after all 
available funds were depleted. 
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In May 2007, the Corps awarded four more contract options (Acceptance Sections 7 and 8) 
using FY 2006/FY 2007 Appropriations and sponsor funds. The contractor was scheduled to 
commence dredging in late July 2007, but due to unforeseen delays was not on site until mid 
February 2008. In accordance with contract clauses, all options had to be awarded prior to 30 
September 2008. 

Due to a shortfall in federal funding and in an effort to complete the project, an amendment to 
the original Project Cooperation Agreement (PCA) was executed in August 2007 to allow the 
sponsor to accelerate their share of the project and to contribute funds so that additional options 
could be awarded without matching federal funds. Between November 2007 and March 2008, 
we received $14.5 million from the sponsor, $6.5 million in accelerated funds and $8 million in 
contributed funds. Subsequently, an advanced funds agreement was executed on August 17, 
2008. Shortly aftenwards $10 million was received from the sponsor and all remaining options 
were awarded. All dredging work was completed on November 7, 2008. The final volume 
dredged was 541,250 cubic yards. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Senator Bill Nelson (FL-D), Congressman Kendrick Meek (FL- 
17), Congresswoman Ileana Ros-Lehtinen (FL- 18), Congresswoman Debbie Wasserman 
Schultz (FL-20), Congressman Lincoln Diaz-Balart (FL-21) 

DISTRICT : Jacksonville 

Date: 1 February 2010 
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FACT SHEET 

OPERATION & MAINTENANCE 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS PROGRAM : Navigation 

PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Naples to Big Marco Pass, FL 

AUTHORIZATION : 20 Jun 1938, House Document 596/75/3 and House Document 183/86/1 
LOCATION : Naples, Florida 

DESCRIPTION: Project consists of an interior channel 6 feet deep by 70 feet wide, a channel 
12 feet deep x 1 50 feet wide from the Gulf of Mexico to Gordon Pass, thence 1 0 feet deep x 1 00 
feet wide to a point 4000 feet south of U.S. Hwy 41 Bridge, thence 10 feet deep x 70 feet wide 
to bridge; a turning basin 8 feet deep x 150 feet wide x 200 feet long in upper Naples Bay; and a 
turning basin 8 fee deep x 250 feet wide x 670 feet long at the municipal yacht basin. 

FY 2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA fSOOOj O&M 

Allocation thru FY 2008 $4,183,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 $3,487,000 

Allocation for FY 2010 $715,000 

Recovery Act Allocation to Date $0 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Prepare plans & specifications, permit acquisition. National 
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) documentation, and geotechnical investigations for the 
scheduled second phase of maintenance dredging. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : FY2011 

OTHER INFORMATION : None 

CONGRESSIONAL I NTEREST : Senator Martinez (FL-R), Senator Nelson (FL- D), 
Congressman Connie Mack (FL-14) 

DISTRICT : Jacksonville 

Date: 1 February 2010 
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FACT SHEET 

OPERATION & MAINTENANCE 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS PROGRAM : Navigation 

PROJECT NAME : New Topsail Inlet and Connecting Channels, NC 

AUTHORIZATION : Section 107, River and Harbor Act of 1960, as amended 

LOCATION : The project is located in Pender County on the east coast of North Carolina at the 
south end of Topsail Island. 

DESCRIPTION: The authorized project provides for a channel through New Topsail Inlet, 8 feet 
deep by 1 50 feet wide to the inlet gorge, a channel 7 feet deep and 80 feet wide from the inlet 
gorge to the Atlantic Intracoastal Waterway (AlWW) via Old Topsail Creek, about 1 .4 miles, and a 
channel 7 feet deep and 80 feet wide from the inlet gorge through Banks Channel to the AlWW, 
about 6.3 mites. 


FY2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA fSOOO j O&M 


Allocation for FY 2008 $765,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 $184,000 

Allocation for FY 2010 $281,000 

Recovery Act Allocation to Date $843,400 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Perform one maintenance dredging cycle within the entrance channel 
and associated connecting channel. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : FY2010 

OTHER INFORMATION : This project supports a significant local commercial fishing industry, 
recreational sports fishing, U.S. Coast Guard Search and Rescue vessels, and recreational 
boating. Southeastern North Carolina’s economy is dependent on the unimpeded access to the 
ocean. If access to the open ocean through New Topsail Inlet becomes Impassable, the next 
closest access point is Masonboro Inlet, approximately 1 5 miles to the southwest or New River 
Inlet, approximately 21 miles to the northeast. Alternate access to the ocean from this location 
requires traveling the AlWW. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Senators Burr (NC-R) and Hagan (NC-D), Representative 
McIntyre (NC-07) 

DISTRICT : Wilmington 

Date: 1 February 2010 
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FACT SHEET 

OPERATION & MAINTENANCE 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE: Navigation 
PROJECT NAME: Ponce de Leon Inlet, FL 

AUTHORIZATION: Public Law 106-53 (WRDA 1999), Section 101(b)(8) 

LOCATION: Ponce de Leon Inlet is located in Volusia County on the eastern coast of Florida 
about 65 miles south of St. Augustine Harbor and 57 miles north of Canaveral Harbor, Florida. 

DESCRIPTION: A successful maintenance-dredging event was conducted in August 2009. No 
efforts are currently planned for FY 2011. 


FY2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA (S000 1 O&M 

Allocation thru FY 2008 $37, 1 78,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 $2,742,000 

Allocation for FY 2010 $564,000 

$0 

FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Activities include environmental surveys and application for new 
environmental permits, NEPA, and preparation and coordination of biological assessments 
regarding threatened & endangered species. Other acitivies include post-dredge project 
surveys to be conducted and compliance with environmental permit conditions. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : N/A 

OTHER INFORMATION : None 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Congresswoman Suzanne Kosmas (FL-24) 

DISTRICT : Jacksonville 
Date: 1 February 2010 
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FACT SHEET 

OPERATION & MAINTENANCE 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS PROGRAM : Navigation 

PROJECT NAME : Port St. Joe Harbor, FL 

AUTHORIZATION : River and Harbor Acts of 2 March 1945 and 3 September 1954 

LOCATION : Port St. Joe Harbor is located on St. Joseph Bay about 1 1 5 miles east of 
Pensacola, FL. 

DESCRIPTION: The project consists of main entrance and bay channels, 37 feet deep by 400 - 
500 feet wide, and north and harbor channels segments, 35 feet deep by 250 - 300 feet wide. 


FY2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA O&M 

Allocation for FY 2008 $0 

Allocation for FY 2009 $0 

Allocation for FY 201 0 $475,000 

Recovery Act Allocation to Date $0 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Funds will be used to acquire environmental certification for disposal of 
the dredged material. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : FY2010 

OTHER INFORMATION : This deep draft project has not been maintained in recent years due 
to low tonnage; however, there is an interest by locals in the area to revitalize the port. 
Environmental certification for disposal of the dredged material is the first step in resumption of 
maintenance. The budget amounts will fund these needed environmental clearances. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Senators Nelson (FL-D) and LeMieux (FL-R) and Congressman 
Boyd (FL-02) 

DISTRICT : Mobile 

DATE: 1 February 2010 
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BUSINESS LINE : Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 
STUDY NAME : Carpinteria Shoreline Study, CA 
AUTHORIZATION : Section 208, Flood Control Act of 1965 

LOCATION : The City of Carpinteria is located on the Santa Barbara County coast, 80 miles 
north of Los Angeles, 15 miles north of Ventura and 12 miles south of Santa Barbara. The 
study area is between Ash Ave and Linden Ave. The study reach is about 1 ,300 feet of 
shoreline. The State Beach borders the southern limit of the reach and the Carpinteria Marsh 
borders the northern limit. 

DESCRIPTION : There are approximately 13 structures within the reach that are directly affected 
by shoreline erosion and wave attacks. The structures behind the fronting properties may be 
affected by coastal flooding during storms. 


FY 2010 FY 2010 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA: Study PED 


Estimated Federal Cost 

$1359,000 


$ T5D,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost $1,108,000 



$ 


250,000 

Cash 

$ 

684,000 


$ 

0 

Other 

$ 

424,000 


$ 

0 

Total Estimated Cost $2,577,000 



$1,000,000 

Allocation thru FY 2008 

$ 

577,000 


$ 

0 

Allocation for FY 2009 

$ 

569,000 1/ 


$ 

0 

Allocation for FY 2010 

$ 

202,000 


$ 

0^ 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 

$ 

323,000 


$ 

548,000 


Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% N/A N/A 

1 / Includes $330K in Recovery Act Allocations To Date 
Funds appropriated under PED will be reallocated to feasibility to continue feasibility. 

FY 2010 ACTIVITIES: Finalize comments and initiate the development of project alternatives 
and conduct Agency Technical Review on alternative analysis document. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABl^E COMPLETION FY FOR^PHASE : The feasibility study is scheduled 
for completion in April 2012 with initiation of the PED phase at that time. 

OTHER INFORMATION : Recovery Act funds will not be used on the study as the sponsor 
doesn’t have the financial capability to cost-share the matching funds. They are continuing with 
the study however. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST: Capps (CA-23) 


DISTRICT : Los Angeles 
DATE: 22 December 2009 


54862B 
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FACT SHEET 
INVESTIGATIONS 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS LINE : Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 

STUDY NAME : Central Valley Integrated Flood Management Study, CA 

AUTHORIZATION : Flood Control Act of 1962 (Public Law 87-874); HR 8 May 64 

LOCATION: The study area includes the entire Sacramento River Basin, San Joaquin River and the Delta 
Basin in Central Valley of California. 

DESCRIPTION: The study will develop a long term strategy and program for the Central Valley, focused 
primarily on flood management but also looking at environmental stability/restoration and long term water 
supply. The study will build off of the Comprehensive Study which completed an interim report in 2003. 
The study will require an extensive public outreach program and coordination with Federal, State, Local 
and Tribal agencies to develop a plan that is supported by the various interest groups in the Central 
Valley. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 


FY 2010 
Study 

Estimated Federal Cost 

$ 

860,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 

$ 

860,000 

Cash 

$ 

860,000 

Other 

$ 

0 

Total Estimated Cost 

$1,720,000 

Allocation thru FY 2008 

$ 

0 

Allocation for FY 2009 

$ 

450,000 

Allocation for FY 2010 

$ 

314,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 

$ 

96,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 


N/A 


* This cost is the first “phase” to allow critical task to move forward and develop a more detailed cost 
estimate and Project Management Plan (PMP). 

FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Award contracts to initiate critical tasks for data collection and modeling efforts; 
develop a more detailed Project Management Plan (PMP); and update the project cost, Feasibility Cost 
Sharing Agreement, and PMP. Participate in public outreach efforts to identify problems and 
opportunities throughout the Central Valley. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE: Development of the entire watershed study is 
expected to complete around 2016 . 

OTHER INFORMATION: This study affects 1% of the nation’s agricultural land and about 10% of the 
nation’s gross agricultural production. There are only three large “deltas” in the nation and this study 
includes one of these (Sacramento and San Joaquin Delta). The project also includes the only river 
system in the nation where all 5 species of salmon can be found. The study area is also home for 
numerous endangered species and is part of international flyways for migratory birds (Pacific Flyway). 
Water from the Central Valley is a key source for 2/3 of the residences in California (including San 
Francisco and Los Angeles), about 23 million people, 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST: Thompson (CA-1); Herger (CA-2); Lungren (CA-3); McClintock (CA-4); 
Matsui (CA-5); Woolsey (CA-6); Miller (CA-7): Tauscher (CA-10); McNemey (CA-1 1); Cardoza (CA-1 8); 
Radanovich (CA-19): Costa (CA-20); Nunes (CA-21); Senators Boxer and Feinstein 

DISTRICT : Sacramento 

DATE: 14 December 2009 
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FACT SHEET 
INVESTIGATIONS 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS LINE : Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 

STUDY NAME : Coyote Dam, CA 

AUTHORIZATION: Flood Control Act of 1950, Pub. L. No. 81-516, § 204 64 Stat. 163 (May 17, 
1950), in accordance with the Chiefs Report in House Document Number 585 (May 9, 1950) 

LOCATION : The study area is located on the east fork of the Russian River near the city of 
Ukiah, California. 


DESCRIPTION : The study is evaluating the deferred water supply element of the authorized 
Federal project and the need for additional flood control as potential improvements to the dam. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA; 
Estimated Federal Cost 
Estimated Non-Federal Cost 
Cash 
Other 

Total Estimated Cost 


FY2010 

Feasibility 

$TSSS,OI50 

$ 2,899,000 

$(1,450,000) 

$(1,449,000) 

$ 5,798.000 


Allocation thru FY 2008 $ 506,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 $ 1 1 0,000 

Allocation for FY 2010 $ 90,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 201 0 $2, 1 93,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Develop cost estimates and scope of work for conducting a dam safety 
investigation of Coyote Dam. FY10 work does not include award of dam safety investigation 
contract. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE: Optimal funding would enable 
feasibility study completion in FY 2013. 

OTHER INFORMATION : None. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST: Thompson (CA-01 ) 


DISTRICT : San Francisco 
DATE: 23 December 2009 
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FACT SHEET 
INVESTIGATIONS 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS LINE : Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 

STUDY NAME : Estudillo Canal, CA 

AUTHORIZATION: Water Resources Development Act of 2000, Pub. L. No. 106-541, §410, 
1l4Stat. 2572, 2636. 

LOCATION: The study area is located within the city limits of San Leandro, California about 15 
miles southeast of San Francisco. 


DESCRIPTION: The watershed drains into the San Francisco Bay, with drainage of 
approximately 10 square miles. A substantial number of properties within this densely 
populated area are designated as being in a FEMA floodplain. This study will evaluate potential 
flood control improvements in a highly developed area. 


FY 2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA: Feasibility 

Estimated Federal Cost 3,OO0,0OO 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost $ 3,000,000 

Cash $( 0) 

Other $(3,000,000) 

Total Estimated Cost $ 6,000,000 


Allocation thru FY 2008 $ 1 ,737,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 $ 96,000 

Allocation for FY 201 0 $ 1 1 2,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 $ 1,055,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES: Complete Feasibility Scoping Meeting and proceed to alternative 
screening and development of net benefits per alternative. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FT FOR PHASE : Optimal funding would enable 
feasibility completion no sooner then FY13. 


OTHER INFORMATION : None. 
CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST: Stark(CA-13) 


DISTRICT : San Francisco 
DATE: 23 December 2009 
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FACT SHEET 
INVESTIGATIONS 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS LINE : Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 

STUDY NAME : Little Colorado River Winslow, Arizona (Little Colorado River Watershed, AZ) 

AUTHORIZATION : Flood Control Act of 1937; HR 2425 dated 17 May 1994 

LOCATION: The study area includes a 7.2 mile flood control levee located along the Little 
Colorado River near Winslow, Arizona. 


DESCRIPTION : The study will evaluate flood control, ecosystem restoration, water quality, 
water supply and sediment transport issues. This levee was rebuilt 15 years ago to provide 
100-year flood protection for parts of Winslow and the surrounding unincorporated areas. 
Recent studies indicate that the levee does not now provide 100-year flood protection. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA: 
Estimated Federal Cost 
Estimated Non-Federal Cost 
Cash 
Other 

Total Estimated Cost 
Allocation thru FY 2008 
Allocation for FY 2009 
Allocation for FY 2010 
Balance to Complete after FY 2010 
Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 


FY2010 

Study 

$ 2,551575’00 
$ 2,850,000 
$ 2,850,000 
$ 0 

$ 5,700,000 
$ 0 

$ 229,000 
$ 224,000 
$ 2,397,000 
N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Funds are being used to complete without project hydraulics, 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : Optimal funding would enable 
Feasibility phase completion in FY 2011. 

OTHER INFORMATION: The Little Colorado River Watershed, Arizona Reconnaissance 
Report identified seven potential Feasibility Studies: Little Colorado River Winslow, Clear Creek, 
Little Colorado River Holbrook, San Francisco Wash, Silver Creek, Zuni Heaven and Kearns 
Canyon (Hopi Nation). 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Senator Kyi (AZ), Kirkpatrick (AZ-1). Franks (AZ-2) 


DISTRICT : Los Angeles 
DATE: 28 December 2009 
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FACT SHEET 
INVESTIGATIONS 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE : Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 

STUDY NAME: Los Angeles County Drainage Area (LACDA), Water Conservation and Supply, 
Whittier Nan'ows Dam, CA 

AUTHORIZATION: Energy & Water Appropriation Act for 1993, Public Law 102-377 

LOCATION: The study is located in Los Angeles County, California, approximately 10-15 east of 
the city of Los Angeles. The Whittier Narrows Conservation Pool allows for the storage and 
storm runoff behind the Whittier Narrows Dam for groundwater recharge purposes. 

DESCRIPTION; The study will focus on increasing water conservation levels at Whittier 
Narrows. 


FY2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA: Study 

Estimated Federal Cost $ 1 ,510,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost $ 1 ,510,000 

Cash $1,510,000 

Other $ 0 

Total Estimated Cost $ 3,020,000 

Allocation thru FY 2008 $ 1 ,21 0,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 $ 0 

Allocation for FY 201 0 $ 1 34,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 $ 166,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES: Amend Feasibility Cost Sharing Agreement and Project Management 
Plan to continue the feasibility study. Initiate environmental analysis. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : Optimal funding would complete the 
feasibility phase by FY 20 12^ 

OTHER INFORMATION: The conservation pool would be increased to 205 feet with 
operational changes implemented by the Corps without requiring any capital improvements. 

With minimal environmental and recreation impacts in the reservoir, capture additional local 
storm water for up to 2,200 households each year and almost 9000 people annually. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Lewis (CA-41) 

DISTRICT : Los Angeles 

DATE: 28 December 2009 
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3218 


FACT SHEET 
INVESTIGATIONS 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS LINE : Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 

STUDY NAME : Lower Cache Creek, Yolo County, Woodland and Vicinity, CA 

AUTHORIZATION : Flood Control Act of 1962 (P.L. 87-874), Sec. 209 

LOCATION: The project is located about 15 miles northwest of Sacramento, California and 
includes Clear Lake. 


DESCRIPTION: The outlet of Clear Lake is the origin of Cache Creek, which flows through the 
Capay Valley into the Cache Creek Settling Basin and then into the Yolo Bypass. The flood 
threat in the area is enhanced by the raised bed of Interstate 5 and a levee system that 
inadvertently diverts flood flows into Woodland. Alternatives will be developed to reduce 
flooding in Woodland once the revised Feasibility Cost Sharing Agreement (FCSA) is signed. 


FY2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA: Feasibility 

Estimated Federal Cost $3,600,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost $3,600,000 

Cash $1,628,000 

Other $1,972,000 

Total Estimated Cost $7,200,000 


Allocation thru FY 2008 $1,639,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 $ 48,000 

Allocation for FY 201 0 $ 1 1 7,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 $1,796,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% N/A 


FY2010 ACTIVITIES: Funds are being used to develop a Project Management Plan (PMP), 
revise the cost estimate, and revise the FCSA to add the State of California as a sponsor. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : FY2013 

OTHER INFORMATION: The original feasibility study was stopped due to a lack of public 
support. Study has been on hold for two years. Non-Federal sponsor would now like to 
reformulate a new project. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST: Thompson (CA-1); Herger (CA-2); Lungren (CA-3); Senators 
Boxer and Felnstein 


DISTRICT: Sacramento 
DATE: 16 December 2009 


54862B 
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FACT SHEET 
INVESTIGATIONS 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE: Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 


PROJECT NAME: Lower Mission Creek, CA 


AUTHORIZATION: WRDA 2000 amended by WRDA 2007, Section 3034 


LOCATION: Santa Barbara County, about 100 miles northwest of the city of Los Angeles, CA 


DESCRIPTION: Lower Mission Creek drains into an area of 12.2 square miles and flows from 
the south slope of the Santa Ynez Mountains. Floods of 1978 and 1980 resulted in request for 
protection along Mission Creek in the city of Santa Barbara. The urban portion of Mission Creek 
flood plain is fully developed and potential for serious flood damage is high. 


FY_2mO 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA: PED 

Estimated Federal Cost $ 3,188,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost $ 1,062,000 

Cash $1,062,000 

Other $ 0 

Total Estimated Cost $ 4,250,000 


Allocation thru FY 2008 
Allocation for FY 2009 
Allocation for FY 2010 
Balance to Complete after FY 2010 
Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 


$ 1,072,000 
$ 887,000 
$ 99,000 

$ 1,130,000 
1.05 


1/ Includes $ 600K in Recovery Act Allocations To Date 


1 / 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES: Continue plans and specifications. 


EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE: Optimal funding would enable PED 
completion by FY12. 


OTHER INFORMATION : None. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST: Capps {CA-23), Gallegly (CA-24) 
DISTRICT: Los Angeles 
DATE: 22 December 2009 


54862B 
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FACT SHEET 
INVESTIGATIONS 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS LINE : Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 

PROJECT NAME : Pajaro River, CA 

AUTHORIZATION: Original Authorization: Flood Control Act of 1966 Pub. L. No. 89-789, § 201 
,80 Stat. 1405, 1421. Current Reevaluation Study: Water Resources Development Act of 1990, 
Pub. L. No. 101-640, §107,104 Stat. 4604. 

LOCATION : City of Watsonville and town of Pajaro, Monterey and Santa Cruz Counties, CA 

DESCRIPTION: The Pajaro River Flood Control study is evaluating alternatives for reducing 
flood damages to the City of Watsonville area along the Corralitos Creek, beginning upstream of 
Green Valley Road, continuing east to the confluence of Salsipuedes Creek to Pajaro River and 
along the Pajaro River from mile 12/5 to the east of Watsonville, to the river’s mouth at the 
Pacific Ocean to the west. 


FY2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA: PED 

Estimated Federal Cost $ 14,782,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost $ 950,000 

Cash $ (950,000) 

Other 0 

Total Estimated Cost $ 15,732,000 


Allocation thru FY 2008 
Allocation for FY 2009 
Allocation for FY 2010 
Balance to Complete after FY 2010 
Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7 % 

1/ Includes $145k in Recovery Act Allocations To Date 


$ 8,617,000 
$ 1,016,000 1/ 
$ 583,000 

$ 4,566,000 
3.43 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES: Finalize alternative evaluation, select National Economic Development 
(NED) and Locally Preferred Plan (LPP), complete benefit and cost estimates for NED and LPP 
and complete draft report ready for Agency Technical Review. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE: Optimal funding would enable PED 
completion in FY2012. 


OTHER INFORMATION : N/A 
CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST: Farr(CA-17) 


DISTRICT : San Francisco 
DATE: 24 December 2009 
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FACT SHEET 
INVESTIGATIONS 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS LINE: Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 

STUDY NAME : Sacramento River Flood Control System Evaluation Study, CA 

AUTHORIZATION: Flood Control Act (FCA) of 1917 (P.L. 64-367), Sec. 2; FCA of 1928 (P.L. 70-391), 
Sec. 13: FCAof 1941 (P.L. 77-228), Sec. 3; Rivers and Harbors Act of 1937 (P.L. 75-392) 

LOCATION: The study area is located on the Sacramento River and the lower reaches of its principal 
tributaries in north-central California. 

DESCRIPTION: The study area includes a comprehensive system of levees, overflow weirs, drainage 
pump plants and flood bypass channels. Most of the project facilities are over 50 years old and were 
originally locally constructed. They were later upgraded and incorporated into the project after 
authorization in 1917. This project will evaluate the current levee system for underseepage and provide 
recommendations for resolution of critical areas. 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA: 

Estimated Federal Cost 
Estimated Non-Federal Cost 
Cash $ 

Other 

Total Estimated Cost 

Allocation thru FY 2008 
Allocation for FY 2009 
Allocation for FY 2010 
Balance to Complete after FY 2010 
Benefit to Cost Ratio at 7% 

1/ Received under construction appropriation. 

FY 2010 ACTIVITIES: Complete the Project Management Plan (PMP), execute the Feasibility Cost 
Sharing Agreement (FCSA) and initiate geotechnical study to identify underseepage issues. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE: The PMP will be complete by February 2010. 
The feasibility phase will complete by July 2010. 

OTHER INFORMATION: Subsequent to the floods of 1986, a five-phase program was developed by the 
Corps of Engineers which divided the flood control system into five study areas the purpose of which was 
to examine the levees and determine whether the system was functioning at its design level. Recent 
flood events have shown that the existing level of flood protection is significantly less than previously 
thought. The State of California requested a reevaluation of the entire levee system. Additional 
geotechnical levee evaluations and feasibility studies are necessary due to updated Corps criteria 
regarding underseepage. Once the studies are complete, well-informed decisions can be made on how 
to best protect the approximately two million people impacted by flooding due to levee failures. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST: Thompson (CA-1); Herger (CA-2): Lungren (CA-3): Matsui (CA-5); Miller 
(CA-7); McNerney (CA-11); Senators Boxer and Feinstein 

DISTRICT : Sacramento 

DATE; 16 December 2009 


FY2010 

Study 

$ 6,DOO7J00 
$ 6,000,000 
6,000,000 
$ 0 

$12,000,000 

$ 0 

$ 500,000 1/ 

$ 314,000 

$ 5,186,000 
N/A 
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FACT SHEET 
INVESTIGATIONS 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS LINE : Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 

STUDY NAME : San Clemente Shoreline, CA 

AUTHORIZATION : Flood Control Act 1965, Section 208 and P.L. 106-60 

LOCATION: The study area is located on the Pacific Ocean of Southern California, south of the 
city of Los Angeles and approximately 59 miles north of San Diego. 

DESCRIPTION: The city of San Clemente is experiencing a continuous loss of shore protection 
and recreational beach width. Damages to coastal residential and commercial properties from 
storm induced waves have become a serious threat over the past several years. The study will 
investigate alternatives to provide shoreline protection. 


FY2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA: PEP 

Estimated Federal Cost $ 750,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost $ 250,000 

Cash $ 0 

Other $ 0 

Total Estimated Cost $1,000,000 

Allocation thru 2008 $ 0 

Allocation for FY 2009 $ 0 

Allocation for FY 2010 $ 90,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 201 0 $ 660,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio at 7% 1 .3 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Working towards Alternative Formulation Briefing Report and the Final 
Environmental Impact Statement and Environmental Impact Report for Public Review. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE: Optimal funding would enable PED 
completion by FY 20lZ. 

OTHER INFORMATION : Trying to complete work to meet WRDA 2010 based on having a 
signed Chiefs report by December 2010. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST: Calvert (CA-44), Campbell (CA-4B), Issa (CA-49) 


DISTRICT : Los Angeles 
DATE: 29 December 2009 
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FACT SHEET 
INVESTIGATIONS 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS LINE : Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 

STUDY NAME : San Diego County Shoreline, CA 

AUTHORIZATION : WRDA 2000, Section 414; WRDA 2007, Section 4025 

LOCATION: The study area is located along the San Diego County, CA coastline and is 
bordered by Mexico to the south and Orange County to the north. 

DESCRIPTION; The study assesses the impacts of the Federal navigation features at 
Oceanside/Camp Pendleton harbor to the shoreline recession problem currently experienced at 
the city of Oceanside. Loss of protective beaches has caused backshore development to be 
subject to wave attack and flooding for coastal storms particularly at Oceanside, Carlsbad, 
Encinitas, Solana Beach and other communities within San Diego County, CA. Damages to 
coastal residential and commercial properties from storm induced waves have been a constant 
problem since the construction of the navigational structures at Camp Pendleton. 



FY 2010 


FY 2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA: 

Feasibility 


PED 

Estimated Federal Cost 

$3,400,000 

$ 

750,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 

$ 0 

$ 

250,000 

Cash 

$ 0 

$ 

0 

Other 

$ 0 

$ 

0 

Total Estimated Cost 

$3,400,000 

$1 

,000,000 

Allocation thru 2008 

$1,851,000 

$ 

0 

Allocation for FY 2009 

$ 96,000 

$ 

0 

Allocation for FY 2010 

$ 0 

$ 

134,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 

$1,453,000 

$ 

616,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 

N/A 


N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES: Funds are being used to update the Coastal Engineering Modeling, 
revise Project Management Plan, continue plan formulation as well as economic, environmental 
and coastal engineering analysis. Contracts for both coastal engineering and economics effort 
are scheduled for award in FY 2010 (2'^ Qtr). 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : Feasibility completion in FY 2012 
and PED completion by FY 2013. 

OTHER INFORMATION : None. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST: Issa {CA-49), Davis (CA-53) 


DISTRICT : Los Angeles 
DATE: 22 December 2009 
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FACT SHEET 
INVESTIGATIONS 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE : Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 
STUDY NAME : San Francisquito Creek, CA 

AUTHORIZATION: Flood Control Act of 1941, Pub. L. No. 77-228, § 4, 55 Stat. 638, 648-50 (1941); 
House Transportation and Infrastructure Committee Resolution Docket 2659, May 22, 2002, H.R. Rep. 

No. 107-793 (2002). 

LOCATION : The study area is located about 22 miles south of San Francisco, California. 

DESCRIPTION: San Franci squito Cree k ha s a n inadeq uate carrying capacity du e to vegetatio n 
sedimentation, land sub sidence, levee settlement a nd erosion. Flooding on th e creek affects the city of 
Menlo Park i n San Mateo County, and Palo Alto and East Palo Alto in Santa Cla ra County. San 
Francisquito Creek starts at the base of Searsville Dam at Stanf ord University and flows i nto the San 
Francisco Bay about 2.5 miles south o f the Dumbarton Bridge. As a re suit of record rainfall in Februa ry 
1998, San Franc isquito Creek overtopped it s banks, affecting approximately 1 ,700 res idential and 
commercial structures and causing more than $26.6 million in property damages. The study will evaluate 
potential im provement pla ns to hei p a lleviate fl ooding p roblems, as well a s address environmental 
degradation of the watershed. 


FY2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA: Feasibility 

Estimated Federal Cost $3,732,0 OD 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost $3,732,0 00 

Cash $(2,00 0,000) 

Other $(1 ,73 2,000) 

Total Estimated Cost $7,464,0 00 

Allocation thm FY 2008 $ 526,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 $ 335,000 

Allocation for FY 2010 $ 179,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 201 0 $2,692,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Continue fea sibility activities inci uding the Environm ental Setting Rep ort, coastal 
analysis, completion of the hydraulic modeling and flood plain delineation. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE: Optimal funding would enable feasibility study 
completion in FY 2012. 

OTHER INFORMATION : Members of the San Francisquito Creek Joint Powers Authority (JPA) include 
the cities of East Palo Alto, Palo Alto and Menlo Park, the San Mateo County Flood Control District, and 
the Santa Clara Valley Water District, All five members must agree on all major decisions. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST: Speier (CA-12), Eshoo (CA-14) 


DISTRICT : San Francisco 
DATE: 23 December 2009 
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FACT SHEET 
INVESTIGATIONS 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS LINE: Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 

PROJECT NAME: San Joaquin River Basin, Frazier Creek, CA 

AUTHORIZATION: FC Act of 1936 (P.L 74-738), Sec 6; WRDA 99 (P.L. 106-53), Sec. 405 

LOCATION: The study area is located on the western slope of the Sierra Nevada range in 
Tulare County between the towns of Porterville and Strathmore. 

AND DESCRIPTION: Frazier Creek is an uncontrolled stream that once was a tributary of the 
Tule River. Frazier Creek flows were blocked by the construction of the Friant-Kern Canal, and 
have the potential to cause flooding to the town of Strathmore. Frazier Creek has flooded 
valuable lands numerous times, most recently in 1998. County roads become impassable and 
lives, homes and farms are threatened. The study would investigate flood control alternatives for 
Frazier Creek such as a detention dam structure and/or a permanent channel to an existing 
canal. 


FY2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA: Study 

Estimated Federal Cost $1 ,500,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost $1 ,500,000 

Cash $1,500,000 

Other $ 0 

Total Estimated Cost $3,000,000 

Allocation thru FY 2008 $ 70,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 $ 96,000 

Allocation for FY 2010 $ 90,000 

Balance to Complete After FY 2010 $1 ,244,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% N/A 


ACTIVITIES FOR FY2010: Funds will be used to prepare the Project Management Plan and 
execute the Feasibility Cost Sharing Agreement. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE: Reconnaissance Phase - FY2010 
OTHER INFORMATION: None. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST: Radanovich (CA-19); Costa (CA-20); Nunes (CA-21); Senators 
Boxer and Feinstein 

DISTRICT: Sacramento 

DATE: 14 December 2009 


54862B 
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FACT SHEET 
INVESTIGATIONS 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS LINE : Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 

STUDY NAME : San Joaquin River Basin, Lower San Joaquin River, CA 

AUTHORIZATION : Flood Control Act of 1962; House Resolution dated 8 May 1964; 
Conference Report 108-357 accompanying Energy and Water Appropriations Act, 2004 

LOCATION : The study area is located along the lower (northern) portion of the San Joaquin 
River system in the Central Valley of California. 

DESCRIPTION : The purpose of the feasibility phase is to determine if there is a Federal 
interest in constructing flood damage reduction and ecosystem restoration improvements along 
the Lower San Joaquin River. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA: 

Estimated Federal Cost 
Estimated Non-Federal Cost 
Cash 
Other 

Total Estimated Cost 

Allocation thru FY 2008 
Allocation for FY 2009 
Allocation for FY 2010 
Balance to Complete after FY 2010 
Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 

1/ Includes $3K reallocated from the recon phase. 

FY 2010 ACTIVITIES: Funds are being used to initiate hydrological and hydraulic modeling, 
initiate required environmental public scoping meetings, and initiate geotechnical, economic and 
planning processes for the feasibility study. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : May 2016 

OTHER INFORMATION : Due to the nature of the Lower San Joaquin River and the influence 
of the Delta, the hydraulic modeling will be a significant, challenging effort. The Corps is working 
closely with the State to ensure model compatibility for use by the local sponsor (San Joaquin 
Area Flood Control Agency) for reaching State flood protection requirements 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : McNemey (CA-11); Cardoza (CA-18); Senators Boxer and 
Feinstein 

DISTRICT : Sacramento 
DATE: 14 December 2009 


FY 2010 
Study 

$ 5,350,000 
$ 5,350,000 
$ 2,200,000 
$ 3,150,000 
$10,700,000 

$ 0 
$ 495,000 

$ 900,000 1/ 

$ 3,955,000 
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FACT SHEET 
INVESTIGATIONS 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS LINE : Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 

PROJECT NAME : San Joaquin River Basin, West Stanislaus County, Orestimba Creek, CA 

AUTHORIZATION : H. R., 8 May 1964; Flood Control Act of 1936 (P.L. 74-738), Sec. 6 

LOCATION: The project area is located in western Stanislaus County, California, including the city of 
Newman. 

DESCRIPTION: Project alternatives have been developed to reduce flood risk to both the city of Newman 
as well as the surrounding agricultural community. This will be done by increasing the natural channel 
capacity and improving the current infrastructure with a “chevron levee”. Over the past 50 years, changes 
to the topography and drainage patterns have occurred with the construction of the Delta Mendota Canal, 
the California Aqueduct, and Interstate 5 causing many of the flooding issues. The city incurred flooding 
damages and suffered life loss in 2006, 1998, 1995, 1986, 1983, and 1980. Riparian habitat for the 
endangered Valley Elderberry Longhorn Beetle has also been affected by flooding in the area. 



FY2010 

FY 2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA: 

Study 

PED 

Estimated Federal Cost 

$3,TBB7T00 

$3,75f57roo 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 

$3,186,000 

$1,250,000 

Cash 

$1,302,000 

$1,250,000 

Other 

$1,884,000 

$ 0 

Total Estimated Cost 

$6,372,000 

$5,000,000 

Allocation thru FY 2008 

$2,446,000 

$ 0 

Allocation for FY 2009 

$ 430,000 1/ 

$ 0 

Allocation for FY 2010 

$ 310,000 

$ 31,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 

$ 64,000 

$3,719,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 

N/A 

N/A 


1/ Includes $86 in Recovery Act Allocations to Date 

FY 2010 ACTIVITIES: Funding will be used to complete the feasibility study phase, to include release of 
the draft report for public comment and finalize the Chiefs Report for submission, and negotiation of the 
Preconstruction Engineering Design (PED) Agreement. Initial PED funding will be used to begin 
geotechnical work and to update hydraulic models. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE: Feasibility study in FY 2010. PED phase in 
FY2012, subject to funding. 

OTHER INFORMATION: The Chiefs Report is scheduled for completion and submission to HQ in June 
2010 for inclusion into WRDA 201 0. Currently coordinating PED sponsorship for agreement to be signed 
December 2010. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST: Cardoza (CA-18); Radanovich (CA-19); Senators Feinstein and Boxer 


DISTRICT: Sacramento 
DATE: 14 December 2009 
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FACT SHEET 
INVESTIGATIONS 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS LINE: Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 

PROJECT NAME: San Joaquin River Basin, White River and Deer Creek, CA 


AUTHORIZATION: FC Act of 1936 (P.L. 74-738), Sec 6 

LOCATION: The study area is located near the town of Earlimart in Tulare County in central 
California, along White River and Deer Creek. 

AND DESCRIPTION: In January of 1981 the Corps prepared a recon-level report that 
determined flood control measures to be economically infeasible. However, during the past 21 
years, frequency of flooding has increased and extensive land development and improvements 
have occurred in the area. As a result of the January 1997 floods, State and Federal disaster 
assistance was granted to assist the town of Earlimart, which suffered millions of dollars of 
damage to homes and other structures. State Highway 99, a major artery linking Northern and 
Southern California, was closed for over a week due to the flooding. This was the fifth time in 
40 years that flooding occurred in the area. 


FY2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA: Study 

Estimated Federal Cost $1,500,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 1,500,000 

Cash 1,500,000 

Other 0 

Total Estimated Cost $3,000,000 

Allocation thru FY 2008 $ 70,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 96,000 

Allocation for FY 2010 90,000 

Balance to Complete After FY 2010 1,244,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% N/A 


ACTIVITIES FOR FY2010: Funds will be used to prepare the Project Management Plan and 
execute the Feasibility Cost Share Agreement. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE: FY2010 

OTHER INFORMATION: None. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST: Radanovich (CA-19); Costa (CA-20); Nunes (CA-21); Senators 
Boxer and Feinstein 

DISTRICT: Sacramento 

DATE: 14 December 2009 
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FACT SHEET 
INVESTIGATIONS 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE : Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 
STUDY NAME : San Juan Creek, South Orange County, CA 

AUTHORIZATION: Santa Ana River Basin & Orange County (SARBOC) adopted by Resolution 
of Committee of Public Works, House: 8 May 64 

LOCATION: The study area is located in south Orange County and covers approximately 176 
square miles. 

DESCRIPTION: The project, which covers approximately 176 square miles, will examine flood 
control, channel stability, environmental restoration and recreation in downstream reaches of 
San Juan Creek. Moderate storm event (20-year event) in 1998 nearly caused levee failure. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA: 
Estimated Federal Cost 
Estimated Non-Federal Cost 
Cash 
Other 

Total Estimated Cost 


FY2010 

Study 

$ f:B?5o:ooo 
$1,600,000 
$ 1,600,000 
$ 0 
$ 3,200,000 


Allocation thru FY 2008 $ 301 ,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 $ 717,000 

Allocation for FY 201 0 $ 269,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 $ 313,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% N/A 


FY 201 0 ACTIVITIES: Continue feasibility to include baseline studies and begin formulation 
and evaluation of alternatives , 


EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : Complete feasibility phase in FY12. 
OTHER INFORMATION : None. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST: Miller (CA-42), Calvert (CA-44), and Campbell (CA-48) 


DISTRICT : Los Angeles 
DATE: 22 December 2009 
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FACT SHEET 
INVESTIGATIONS 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS LINE : Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 

STUDY NAME : Santa Fe, New Mexico 

AUTHORIZATION: Rio Grande and Tributaries, Flood Control Act, approved August 18, 1941 
(PL 228-77) and House Resolution dated April 11, 1974. 

LOCATION : The study is located in Santa Fe County, New Mexico, along the Santa Fe River in 
north central New Mexico. 


DESCRIPTION : The study will take a regional and collaborative perspective making 
recommendations for flood damage reduction, ecosystem restoration, and watershed planning 
within the Santa Fe River watershed. 

FY2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA: Feasibility 

Estimated Federal Cost $ 683, OOO 


Estimated Non-Federal Cost 
Cash 
Other 

Total Estimated Cost 


$ 683,000 
$ 200,000 
$ 483,000 
$1,366,000 


Allocation thru FY 2008 $ 522,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 $ 10,000 

Allocation for FY 2010 $ 151,000 1/ 

Balance to Complete After FY 2010 $ 0 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% N/A 


1/ includes $17K appropriated in FY 2009 withheld by HQ pending review plan approval. 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Complete watershed study. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FOR PHASE : Optimal funding would enable 
completion of the cost-shared watershed study in FY 2010. 


OTHER INFORMATION : The study area has suffered from flooding, erosion, and ecosystem 
degradation for many years. The watershed study was initiated in August 2006. At the request 
of the local sponsors, the scope of the study was increased in 2008 to include 13 additional river 
miles. The city of Santa Fe and Santa Fe County are joint local sponsors. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST: Lujan (NM-03) 


DISTRICT : Albuquerque 
DATE: 24 December 2009 
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FACT SHEET 
INVESTIGATIONS 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS LINE : Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 

STUDY NAME : Seven Oaks Dam Water Conservation Study, CA 

AUTHORIZATION : Public Works House Resolution May 8"', 1964 HR 101-96 

LOCATION: The study is located within San Bernardino County, California. The Dam is 
approximately one mile upstream of the mouth of the Santa Ana Canyon at the confluence of 
the Santa Ana River and Government Canyon. 

DESCRIPTION: The study will focus on updating the water conservation implementation plan. 

FY2010 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA; 


Study 

Estimated Federal Cost 

$ 

3;3567500 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 

$ 

3,336,000 

Cash 

$ 

3,336,000 

Other 

$ 

0 

Total Estimated Cost 

$ 

6,672,000 

Allocation thru FY2008 

$ 

1,164,000 

Allocation for FY2009 

$ 

0 

Allocation for FY2010 

$ 

2,172,000 

Balance to Complete after FY2010 

$ 

0 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 


N/A 


In accordance with P.L. 111-85, $1.5M will be transferred from the Constmction 
appropriation to the Investigations appropriation. 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES: Funds will be used to continue updating hydrology, hydraulic, economic 
data for baseline conditions. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE: FY 2010 funds will fully fund the 
study which is scheduled to complete in FY 201 1 . 

OTHER INFORMATION: Although water conservation was found to be feasible in 1998, a 
Record of Decision was not signed. The Environmental Impact Statement did not address 
environmental impacts from water conservation to the San Bernardino Kangaroo Rat (SBKR), 
an endangered species that was listed under an emergency declaration after the final feasibility 
study was circulated for review. Therefore, prior to signing a Record of Decision and continuing 
with detailed engineering and design work, the water conservation study is being updated to 
address impacts to both the SBKR and current dam operations. This study is contingent upon 
the completion of the Seven Oaks Water Quality Study, with project analysis, because it sets 
the future without project condition that will be required to complete the Water Conservation 
Study. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST: Lewis (CA^I) 


DISTRICT : Los Angeles 
DATE: 22 December 2009 
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FACT SHEET 
INVESTIGATIONS 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE : Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 
STUDY NAME : South San Francisco Shoreline Study, CA 

AUTHORIZATION: Water Resources Development Act of 1976, Pub. L. No. 94-587, §142, 90 Stat. 2917, 
2930; amended by Water Resources Development Act of 1986, Pub. L. No. 99-662, 100 Stat. 4082; 
amended by House Committee on Transportation and Infrastructure Res. Dated July 24, 2002, 107th 
Congress, 2nd Session, Docket No. 2697; amended by Water Resources Development Act of 2007, Pub. 
L. No. 110-114, §4027, 121 Stat. 1041, 1177. 

LOCATION: Study is located along the shoreline of South San Francisco Bay, CA, extending from the 
City of Palo Alto to the City of San Leandro and includes 15,100 acres of salt ponds. 


DESCRIPTION: The study will re-examine tidal and fluvial flooding problems and potential alternative 
solutions as well as opportunities to restore wetland habitat along the bay shoreline that would support 
threatened and endangered species Including the salt marsh harvest mouse and the California clapper 
rail. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA: 
Estimated Federal Cost 
Estimated Non-Federal Cost 
Cash 
Other 

Total Estimated Cost 
Allocation thru FY 2008 
Allocation for FY 2009 
Allocation for FY 201 0 
Balance to Complete after FY 2010 
Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 


FY2010 
Feasibility 
$ 9,474,000 
$ 9,474,000 
$(1,737,000) 
$(7,737,000) 
$18,948,000 
$ 2,980,000 

2.727.000 

2.800.000 
967,000 

N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES: Continue feasibility technical analysis for the without project conditions milestone 
and to begin development of an alternatives screening. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE: The first Interim study is scheduled to be 
completed in FY 2oi6. 


OTHER INFORMATION : A Feasibility Cost Sharing Agreement for the first interim study report for the 
Santa Clara County and Alviso Ponds was signed on September 26, 2005. The without project Feasibility 
Scoping Meeting Conference is scheduled for June 2010. WRDA 2007 requires completion of the 
feasibility study in three years from the date of the Act which would have required appropriations of 
approximately $2 .5M per year. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST: McNerney (CA-11), Stark (CA-13), Eshoo (CA-14), Honda (CA-15), 
Lofgren (CA-16) 


DISTRICT: San Francisco 
DATE 23 December 2009 
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FACT SHEET 
INVESTIGATIONS 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS LINE : Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 

STUDY NAME : Sparks Arroyo Colonia, El Paso, Texas 

AUTHORIZATION: Resolution of the House Committee on Environment and Public Works of 
the United States Senate, adopted August 12, 1986. 

LOCATION : The study area is located along Sparks Arroyo in southern El Paso County, Texas. 

DESCRIPTION: The feasibility study will make flood damage reduction recommendations for 
Sparks Addition and adjacent colonies. 

FY 2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA: Feasibility 




iWEMWilil 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 

$ 

1,043,000 

Cash $ 


1,043,000 

Other 

$ 

0 

Total Estimated Cost $ 


2,086,000 

Allocation thru FY 2008 

$ 

703,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 

$ 

143,000 

Allocation for FY 2010 

$ 

90,000 

Balance to Complete After FY 2010 

$ 

107,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7 % 


N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Continue feasibility study. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE: Optimal funding would enable 
completion of the feasibility study In April Z01 1 . 

OTHER INFORMATION : The scope has been expanded to include all the drainages that 
impact the study area's flood zone at the Local Sponsor’s (El Paso County, Texas) request. 
CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST: Reyes (TX-16) 


DISTRICT : Albuquerque 
DATE: 1 6 December 2009 
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FACT SHEET 
INVESTIGATIONS 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS LINE : Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 

STUDY NAME : St. Helena, CA 

AUTHORIZATION: Water Resources Development Act of 2007, Pub. L. No. 1 1 0-1 14, § 5054, 
121 'Stat. 1041, 1212-13 (2007). 


LOCATION: The project is located within the city of St. Heiena along the Napa River. 


DESCRIPTION : Major floods have occurred on the Napa River in this area in 1986, 1995, 
1997, and 2006. Combined, these floods cost the community over $95.6 million in property 
damages. The project will restore habitat of the natural floodplain terraces, including riparian 
and aquatic habitat and will restore native plant and tree communities through re-vegetation 
efforts and is needed to provide 100-year flood protection to the area. 

FY2010 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA: 
Estimated Federal Cost 
Estimated Non-Federal Cost 
Cash 
Other 

Total Estimated Cost $ 


Feasibility 
$ 885,000 1/ 
$ 695,000 
$ ( 695,000) 
${ 0 ) 
1,580,000 


Allocation thru FY 2008 $ 0 

Allocation for FY 2009 $ 100,000 

Allocation for FY 2010 $ 90,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 $ 695,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% N/A 


1/ $190,000 at 100% Federal expense for PMP/FCSA and reconnaissance level BCR. 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES: Conduct a reconnaissance level Federal determination. 


EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : Recon level in FY 2010. 

OTHER INFORMATION : The project was authorized by WRDA 2007, if the Secretary 
determines the plans and designs for the project are feasible. The local sponsor began 
construction in May 09 and is scheduled to complete constmction by the end of FY10. Based 
upon a project site visit and review of project plans, the District has significant concern that the 
project as it is being constructed will not meet USACE design standards. As result, a recon 
level effort is being conducted to determine if a Federal interest exists. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST: Thompson (CA-01) 


DISTRICT: San Francisco 


DATE: 23 December 2009 
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FACT SHEET 
INVESTIGATIONS 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE: Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 
PROJECT NAME : Truckee Meadows, NV 

AUTHORIZATION: WRDA 1988 (P,L. 100-676), Sec. 3(a)(10): WRDA 1996 (P.L. 104-303), Sec. 429 (2); 
EWDM'2006 (P.L. 109-103), Sec. 113 


LOCATION: Vicinity of Reno/Sparks, Washoe and Storey Counties, NV 


DESCRIPTION; The Truckee River flood plain in the Reno & Sparks metropolitan area encompasses 
about 8,900 acres, mostly urban development, along both banks of the river. The January 1 997 flood of 
record caused about $700M in damages. A feasibility report was completed in February 1 985. The 
project as authorized for construction in WRDA 1988 Includes $78M for constmction of flood damage risk 
reduction elements and wildlife enhancements. In 1992, during preconstmction engineering and design 
(PED), it was concluded that the project lacked economic feasibility and was classified as “deferred." In 
1994, due to flood threat and increased development, the local sponsor requested reactivation. WRDA 
1996 initiated the General Reevaluation Report (GRR). The study is currently seeking the addition of 
ecosystem restoration as a project purpose. AHernatives under study Include flood risk reduction, 
ecosystem restoration and recreation elements. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA: 

Estimated Federal Cost 
Estimated Non-Federal Cost 
Cash 
Other 

Total Estimated Cost $50,60 

Allocation thru FY 2008 $25,17 

Allocation for FY 2009 
Allocation for FY 201 0 $ 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 
Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 

1/ Includes $629,000 in Recovery Act Allocations to Date 


FY 2010 
PED 

$50,6i5C7500 
$ 0 

$ 0 

0 

0,000 

3,000 

$ 5,409,000 1/ 
6,724,000 
$13,294,000 
N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES: Revision of hydraulic modeling and economic analysis to support the identification 
of the National Economic Development (NED) plan; continue work on draft GRR and Environmental 
Impact Statement (EIS); start geotechnical investigations in the Reno and Vista to Pyramid Lake reaches 
of the Truckee River; begin sedimentation studies; update topographic and bathymetric profiles on Vista 
to Pyramid Lake reach of the Truckee River; finish geotechnical work in Truckee Meadows reach. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE: FY 2012 - Alternative Formulation Briefing 


OTHER INFORMATION: The hydraulic models used in determining floodplains were recently found to be 
flawed. Invalidating the tentative identification of an NED plan. The models have been revised and are 
currently undergoing peer review. New floodplains and a revised economic analysis will be generated 
upon completion of review to identify a new NED plan. Both the sponsor and USACE teams are now 
working to hold an AFB in January 201 1 . Pending constmction appropriations, initiation of construction 
could begin in mid FY12. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST: Heller (NV-2); Senators Reid and Ensign 
DISTRICT: Sacramento 
DATE: 14 December 2009 
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FACT SHEET 
INVESTIGATIONS 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE: Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 

STUDY NAME: Walnut Creek Basin, Grayson and Murderer’s Creeks, California 

AUTHORIZATION : Flood Control Act of 1950 (P.L. 81-516), Sec 205 

LOCATION: The study is located in and around the city of Pleasant Hill in Contra Costa County, 
California, about 20 miles east of the city of San Francisco. 

DESCRIPTION : Walnut Creek Project, which lies adjacent to this project area, was authorized by the 
Flood Control Act of 1960. As a result of continued rapid urbanization, several tributary channels in the 
upper Walnut Creek Basin have experienced flood and drainage problems outside of the existing Walnut 
Creek Project area, and comprises about 60 square miles. The study area has a population of over 
400,000 and serves as a commercial and industrial center. Flooding in 1982, 1983, 1997, and as recently 
as New Year's weekend 2006, has resulted in damages in the city of Pleasant Hill. 


FY2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA: Feasibility 

Estimated Federal Cost $2,452,0 DD 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 2,452,000 

Cash 1,246,000 

Other 1 ,206,000 

Total Estimated Cost $4,904,000 

Allocation thru FY 2008 $ 976,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 478,000 

Allocation for FY 2010 90,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 201 0 908,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES: Funds are being used to work towards the development of the Alternative 
Formulation Briefing Conference, and redefine floodplains and determine average annual damages 
prevented for the upstream and downstream detention basin alternatives. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE: Feasibility study - FY201 2 

OTHER INFORMATION: The Feasibility Cost Sharing Agreement (FCSA) was executed June 2003. The 
study IS composed ot two phases. The cost estimate represents both phases. A decision has been made 
to continue with the study. The Project Management Plan (PMP) has been revised with the County’s 
input. The amendment to the FCSA is included in the numbers shown above. There is strong local 
support by the non-Federal Sponsor, Contra Costa County Flood Control and Water Conservation 
District, as well as local stakeholders including the City of Pleasant Hill. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Miller (CA-7): Tauscher (CA-10); McNemey (CA-1 1 ); Senators Boxer 
and Feinstein 

DISTRICT : Sacramento 

DATE: 16 December 2009 
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FACT SHEET 
INVESTIGATIONS 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS LINE: Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 

PROJECT NAME : West Sacramento, General Reevaluation Report (GRR), CA 

AUTHORIZATION : WRDA 1992 (PL 102-580), Sec 101(4); EWDAA 1999 (PL 105-245) 

LOCATION : The project is located in West Sacramento, Yolo County in north-central California. 

DESCRIPTION: Surrounded by levees on all sides. West Sacramento’s 45,000 residents and 
43,000 jobs are very vulnerable to flooding. Flooding would devastate lives, property, and the 
economy, impacting everything from homes and jobs to transportation systems and goods 
movement. Estimated damageable property in the floodplain is $2 billion. Flooding in February 
1986, in conjunction with subsequent updated hydrologic analyses, have shown that the existing 
level of flood protection is significantly less than previously thought and does not provide 
Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) 100-year level of protection. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA: 

Estimated Federal Cost 
Estimated Non-Federal Cost 
Cash 
Other 

Total Estimated Cost 
Allocation thru FY 2008 
Allocation for FY 2009 
Allocation for FY 2010 
Balance to Complete after FY 2010 
Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 

1/ Received under construction appropriation. 


FY2010 
Feasibility 
$2,850,000 
$2,850,000 
$1,150,000 
$1,700,000 
$5,700,000 
$ 375,000 1/ 
$ 375,000 1/ 
$ 448,000 
$1,652,000 
N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Working towards GRR Feasibility Scoping Meeting in February 2011. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : 2012 

OTHER INFORMATION : The Non-Federal sponsor expressed a desire to perform a 
reevaluation of the entire levee system. A Feasibility Cost Sharing Agreement was signed on 
26 March 2009 and a GRR is being conducted. The GRR will identify alternatives necessary to 
ensure the city’s flood protection system meets existing standards and provides an acceptable 
level of protection. Federal partnership is critical to implement improvements as soon as 
possible. 

CONGRESSIONAL I NTEREST: T hompson (CA-1); Herger (CA-2); Lungren (CA-3); Mat sui 
(CA-5); Senators Feinstein and Boxer 


DISTRICT : Sacramento 
DATE; 29 December 2009 
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FACT SHEET 
INVESTIGATIONS 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE : Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 
STUDY NAME : Westminster, East Garden Grove, CA 

AUTHORIZATION : Flood Control Act of 1938, House Resolution dated 8 May 1964 
LOCATION : Western Orange County, CA 

DESCRIPTION : The watershed area encompasses approximately 90 square miles and will 
focus on flood control and limited associated ecosystem restoration opportunities. Flood 
damage along the East Garden Grove Wintersburg Channel affects residential, commercial, and 
industrial development within the cities of Santa Ana, Westminster, Huntington Beach, and 
Fountain Valley. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA: 

Estimated Federal Cost 
Estimated Non-Federal Cost 
Cash 
Other 

Total Estimated Cost 

Allocation thru FY 2008 
Allocation for FY 2009 
Allocation for FY 2010 
Balance to Complete after FY 2010 
Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 

FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Complete the preliminary draft report and initiate preparation for the 
Alternative Formulation Briefing. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : Optimal funding would enable 
completion of the feasibility phase in FYl2. 

OTHER INFORMATION : Cost estimate will be updated upon revision of the Project 
Management Plan (PMP). 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Royce (CA-40) and Rohrabacher (CA-46), Senator Feinstein 
DISTRICT : Los Angeles 
DATE: 24 December 2009 


FY 2010 
Study 

$ 3 : 554:000 
$ 3,524,000 
$ 3,524,000 
$ 0 
$ 7,048,000 

$ 1,736,000 
$ 860,000 
$ 426,000 
$ 502,000 
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Construction 
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FACT SHEET 
CONSTRUCTION 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS LINE : Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 

PROJECT NAME : Acequias Irrigation System, New Mexico 

AUTHORIZATION : WRDA of 1986, Section 1113 and WRDA 1996, Section 334 

LOCATION: There are approximately one thousand recognized acequias throughout the state 
of New Mexico. Most are located in north-central New Mexico. 


DESCRIPTION: Protect and restore river diversions and associated canals of community 
Acequia systems in New Mexico. 


FY2010 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA: 
Estimated Federal Cost 
Estimated Non-Federal Cost 
Cash 
Other 

Total Estimated Cost 
Allocation thru FY 2008 
Allocation for FY 2009 


Construction 
$'TO07500 
$ 22,000,000 
$ 17,000,000 
$ 5,000,000 
$ 88,000,000 
$ 28,912,000 
$ 1,914,000 


Allocation for FY 2010 

Balance to Complete After FY 2010 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 


$ 2,422,000 
$ 32,752.000 
N/A 


^ 2010 ACTIVITIES : Funds in the amount of $2,422,000 will be used to reimburse Los 
Ranchos an d East Pue rto de Luna for already constru cted efforts ($ 430,000) & award the 
construction contract for West Puerto de Luna Giddings Baca Dam ($1 ,800,000). Funding for 
Los Ranchos & East Puerto de Luna will be used to inwease water delivery efficiency b y 
upgrading their conveyance systems. Funding for West Puerto de Luna Giddings Baca Dam 
rehabilitation project wi II provide irr igation water to 53 families & 330 acres that h aven’t had 
water since 2006. 


EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE: This program consists of multiple 
projects in various stages of planning, design and construction. 

OTHER IN FORMATION : The ac equia community ditch systems provide irrigation water to 
160,000 acres on 12,0 OO farms. Acequias hav e been in existence since the ear ly Spanis h 
Colonization & represent one of the oldest f orms of cooperative institution s in the US. 
Justification for the project is based upon historic and cultural significance the acequias have for 
local residents & the major role they play in th e overall local economy. Flood damages to th e 
acequia diversion dams & main delivery systems and subsequent interruption of water flow to 
the systems can have a devastating effect on th e irrigators. The local sponsor is th e State of 
New Mexico. 


CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Heinrich (NM-OI), Teague (NM-02), Lujan (NM-03): Senator 
Bingaman 

DISTRICT : Albuquerque 
DaTE: 1 1 January 2010 
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FACT SHEET 
CONSTRUCTION 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE : Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 
PROJECT NAME : Alamogordo, New Mexico 
AUTHORIZATION : Flood Control Act of 1962 (PL 87-874) 

LOCATION : This flood control project is located in south central New Mexico in Otero County, in 
and near Alamogordo, New Me xico. The City is situate d at the fo ot of the Sacramento 
Mountains near the eastern edge of the Tuiarosa Basin. 

DESCRIPTION : The a uthorized pr eject consists of two concrete and rip-rap line d diversion 
channels with 100-year flow capacity (South Di version Channel and McKinley Channel) and a 
flood detention structure which will intercept flood flows from the Sacramento Mountains east of 
the City. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA : 
Estimated Federal Cost $ 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost $ 

Cash $ 

Other 

Total Estimated Cost $ 


FY2010 
Construction 
54,900,000 
18,000,000 
18,000,000 
$ 0 
72,000,000 


Allocation thru FY 2008 $ 

Allocation for FY 2009 
Allocation for FY 2010 
Balance to Complete After FY 2010 
Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7 % 


31,345,000 
$ 4,019,000 
$ 2,902,000 
$ 15,734,000 
2.2 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Continue design of McKinley Channel. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION ^ FOR PHASE: Optimal funding would enable 
award ot the construction contract for McKinley channel in 201 1 . 


OTHER INFORMATION : Local sponsor is the City of Alamogordo. 
CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST: Teague (NM-02); Senators Bingaman and Udall 


DISTRICT : Albuquerque 
Date: 11 January 2010 


54862B 



3242 


FACT SHEET 
CONSTRUCTION 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE : Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 
PROJECT NAME : CALFED Levee Stability Program, California 

AUTHORIZATION : W RDA 2007 (P.L. 110-114), Sec. 3015; Water Supply, Reliability, and 
Environmental Improvement Act (P.L. 108-361), Section 103 (f) (3) (B) 

LOCATION; The study area is lo cated in Sacramento, San Joaquin, Contra Costa, Solano, 
Yolo, and Alameda counties, Calif omia and e xtends from Sacramento south to the city of 
Stockton and west to Suisun Bay and includes the Sacramento-San Joaquin Delta. 


DESCRIPTION: The Sacramento-San Joaquin Delta con sists of abo ut 740,000 acres of la nd 
segregated into some 80 tracts and islands and 1,100 miles of levees. The Delta is an integral 
part of California's water conveyance systems. The Report to Congress presented a prioritized 
list of 48 potential levee stability projects to be carried out under the CALFED Act, and a budget 
schedule for the authorized $90 million through 2010. The report was submitted to Congress on 
14 September 2006. WRDA 2007 authorized an additional $1 06 million for the project. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA: 

Estimated Federal Cost S^l 96,000,00 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 
Cash 
Other 

Total Estimated Cost $301,500,00 

Allocation thru FY 2008 

Allocation for FY 2009 

Allocation for FY 2010 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 


FY2010 

Construction 

D 

$105,500,00 0 

$105,500,000 
$ 0 
0 

$ 5,320,000 
$ 4,785,000 
$ 4,844,000 
$181,051,000 
N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Review re connaissance reports, d evelop Project Management Plan s 
(PMPs), sign 4-6 Feasibility Cost Share Agreements and begin Project implementation Reports 
(PIRs). 


EARLIEST AgAINABLE COMPLETION 1^ FOR PHASE : Feasibility phase complete for up t o 
6 PIRs in FY 20l 1 . St x PED proj ects will co mplete and move into c onstruction phase in FY 
2011. 


OTHER INFORMATION : Current funding limit i s $196 million. To date, 48 projects have bee n 
prioritized a s high, medium or low. Cost share commit ments are crit ical for each project to 
move forward under this authorization. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Miller (CA-7), Tauscher (CA-10), McNemey (CA-1 1), Cardoza 
(CA-18), Senators Boxer and Feinstein 

DISTRICT : Sacramento 

Date: 11 January 2010 


54862B 



3243 


FACT SHEET 
CONSTRUCTION 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS LINE : Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 

PROJECT NAME : Corte Madera Creek, California 

AUTHORIZATION: RHA 1962, P. L. 87-874, § 203, 76 Sta t. 1173; amended by RHA 1966, P. 
C: 'g9-7S§, §^'V,"80 Stat. 1405, modified by \NRD A 1986, P. L 99-662, § 823, 100 Stat. 4082. 

LOCATION; Corte Madera Creek and its tributaries drain an area of about 28 square miles in 
Marin County, and flow into the northwest side of San Francisco Bay. 

DESCRIPTION: The Unit 4 project , located in the Town of Ross, would provide protection to 
residential, commercial and public property alo ng Corte Madera Creek. Downstream Unit 3, 
built in 1971, may also be modified if necessary to avoid any induced flooding. 


FY2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA: Constructio n 

Estimated Federal Cost $21 ,900,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost $15,200,000 

Cash $ 1,740,000 

Other $13,460,000 

Total Estimated Cost $37,100,000 

Allocation thru 2008 $15,490,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 $ 239,000 

Allocation for FY 2010 $ 472,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 $ 5,699,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Continue work on the General Re-evaluation Report (GRR) and EIS/R 
documentation. The EIS/R contract was awarded in January 2010 and is expected to produce a 
Baseline Conditions rep ort in September 2010. Work will continue on f inalizing the hydrology 
and hydraulics, economics, channel designs and cost estimates necessary to determine a final 
array of project alternatives. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE: The GRR i s scheduled to complete 
in FY 20 i 2. The longest activities influencing this completion are the EIS/R process, the various 
Planning Milestone conferences, a nd the review process (both public and internal USAGE 
review). 

OTHER INFORMATION: The 1966 -authorized cost sharing and financing requirements apply 
as long as the project remains as authorized. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST: Woolsey (CA-06) 


DISTRICT : San Francisco 
DATE: 11 January 2010 
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FACT SHEET 
CONSTRUCTION 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS LINE : Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 

PROJECT NAME : Guadalupe River, California 

AUTHORIZATION: WRDA86 (P.L. 99-662), Sect. 401(b); Energy and Water Development 
Appropriations Acts for: 1990; 1992, Sec. 105; and 2002, Sec. 106. 

LOCATION : The project is located in downtown San Jose, Santa Clara County, California. 

DESCRIPTION: The project consists of about 2.6 m iles of channel improvements a nd fish and 
wildlife mitigation along the Guadalupe River be tween Interstate Highways 280 and 880. The 
project recommended for construction is the Locally Preferred Plan which will provide 100-year 
flood prote ction, provisions for r ecreation a nd a basis for the la rger, locally developed 
Guadalupe River Park Plan, at the expense of the sponsor, Santa Clara Valley Water District. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA: 
Estimated Pederal Cost 
Estimated Non-Federal Cost 
Cash 
Other 

Totai Estimated Cost 


FY 2010 
Construction 
$157,200,000 
$106,000,000 
$ 18,127,000 
$ 87,873,000 
$263,200,000 


Allocation thru FY 2008 
Allocation for FY 2009 
Allocation for FY 2010 
Balance to Complete after FY 2010 
Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 

1/ Includes $5,952,000 in Recovery Act allocations to Date 


$141,525,000 
$ 8,823,000 1/ 
$ 140,000 

$ 6,712,000 
1.6 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Construct new railroad bridge and Vehicle Bridge. Design and build 
mitigation features. 


EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : FY2011 
OTHER INFORMATION : None. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : McNemey (CA-11): Stark (CA-13); Eshoo (CA-14); Honda 
(CA-15); Lofgren (CA-16); Senators Boxer and Feinstein 

DISTRICT: Sacramento 


DATE: 11 January 2010 
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FACT SHEET 
CONSTRUCTION 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE : Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 
PROJECT NAME : Llagas Creek, California 

AUTHORIZATION: WRDA 1999, P. L. 106-53; § 501(a). 113 Stat. 269; modified by WRDA 
2007, P. L. 110-114, § 3022, 121 Stat. 1041. 


LOCATION: The project is located in southern Santa Clare County, California, in the vicinity of 
the communities of Morgan Hill, San Martin, and Gilroy. 


DESCRIPTION: The Soil Conservation Service designed the entire project and constructed the 
downstream reaches. WRDA 1999 turned the project over to USACE to construct the upstream 
reaches consisting of channel improvements and a diversion channel which will pro vide a 100- 
year level of flood protection to urban areas and 10-year protection to agricultural areas. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA: 
Estimated Federal Cost 5’ 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 
Cash 
Other 

Total Estimated Cost 


FY 2010 
Construction 
65,000,000 
$ 40,000,000 
$ 0 
$ 40,000,000 
$105,000,000 


Allocation thru 2008 $ 3,643,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 $ 317,000 

Allocation for FY 2010 $ 242,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 $ 60,798,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES; Continue work on existing conditions portion of EIS (contract awarded in 
FY09); provide sponsor with technical assistance in their selection of a design contractor (see 
“Other Information”, below); complete hydraulic report and ATR on report. 


EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE: Design - FY2012; construction - 
FY2o15 


OTHER INFORMATION: Project costs shown above are no less then 5 yrs old. Recent FY10 
hydraulic findings indica te project features associated with a $1 05M project may not be as 

extensive, t hereby cha nging the project co st and LERRD’s to be acquired by Non-Federal 
Sponsor. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST: McNerney (CA-11) 


DISTRICT: San Francisco 
DATE: 11 January 2010 


54862B 
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FACT SHEET 
CONSTRUCTION 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS LINE : Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 

PROJECT NAME : Middle Rio Grande Flood Protection, Bernalillo to Belen, New Mexico 

AUTHORIZATION : WRDA of 1986 (P.L. 99-662). 

LOCATION : The project is located on the Rio Grande in central New Mexico, between Bernalillo 
and Belen, New Mexico. 


DESCRIPTION : A General Reevaluation Report is currently underway reconfirming the 
feasibility of the Isleta, Mountainview, and Belen units of the project. The project consists of the 
rehabilitation and reconstruction of approximately 50 miles of spoil bank levees to provide flood 
control along the Rio Grande. The project will protect the municipal ities of Isleta, Mountainview, 
Los Lunas, Bosque Farms, and Belen. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA: 
Estimated Federal Cost 
Estimated Non-Federal Cost 
Cash 
Other 

Total Estimated Cost 


FY2010 
Construction 
$ 57,900,000 
$ 19,300,000 
$ 13,800,000 
$ 5,500,000 
$ 77,200,000 1/ 


Allocation thru FY 2008 
Allocation for FY 2009 


$ 12,033,000 
$ 3,619,000 2/ 


Allocation for FY 2010 
Balance to Complete After FY 2010 
Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 

1^/The estimated cost fo r the recommended project is pend ing. 
authorized cost. 

2/ Includes $3,236,000 in Recovery Act Allocations to Date 

3/ The Benefit to Cost Ratio of 1 .6 is for the authorized project. The Benefit to Cost Ratio for the 
recommended project is pending. 


$ 756,000 

$41,492,000 
1.6 3/ 

The to tal cost shown is the 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Continue the General Reevaluation Report by d eveloping and analyzing 
various alternatives and completing environmental studie s for the d raftNEPA compliance 
documentation. 


EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLE TION F Y F OR PHASE: Opti mal funding would enable 
completion of the General Reevaluation Report in FY 2012. 

OTHER IN FORMATION : There are two endangered species in t he project area - the 
Southwest Willow Flycatcher and the Rio Grande Silvery Minnow. The Corrales unit 
construction was completed in 1977. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Heinrich (NM-OI); Teague (NM-02) 

DISTRICT: Albuquerque 
DITE: i f January 2010 
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FACT SHEET 
CONSTRUCTION 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS LINE : Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 
PROJECT NAME : Mid-Valley Area Levee Reconstruction Project, California 

AUTHORIZATION: Flood Control Act (FCA) of 1917 (P.L. 64-367), Sec. 2; FCA of 1928 (P.L. 70-391), 
Sec. 13; FCAof 1941 (P.L. 77-228), Sec. 3; Rivers & Harbors Act of 1937 (PL 75-392), p. 6 

LOCATION : The project area includes the Sacramento and Feather Rivers, Knights Landing Ridge Cut, 
Sutter and Yolo Bypasse s and portio ns of the Bear Ri ver including Yankee Slough, Dry, Cach e, Putah 
Creeks and the Nato mas Cross Canal. Commu nities in elude Knights Landing, Ro bbins, Davis and 
Woodland. 


DESCRIPTION : The project includes I evee reconstruction through insta lling landside bernis with toe 
drains, ditch relo cation, embankment modification, slurry cut-off walls, and de veloping land for fish an d 
wildlife mitigation. Betwee n 1 956 and 1 986 there were four instances of emergency flood repairs on the 
Knights L anding Ri dge Cut levees. Floods of January a nd M arch 19 95 a nd Janu ary 1997 caused 
considerable seepage and bolls. Area s protected by levees co mprise over 93,000 acres. Estimated 
value of property protected by project is $97.4 million. 


FY2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA: Construction 

Estimated Federal Cost $41,0d)0,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost $13,000,000 

Cash $ 8,000,000 

Other $ 5,000,000 

Total Estimated Cost $54,000,000 


Allocations thru FY 2008 $14,108,000 

Allocations for FY 2009 $ 1,914,000 

Allocation for FY 2010 $ 1,211,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 20 1 0 $23,767,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 1 .3 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES: Execute design contract and initiate design for areas 2 and 4. Complete design of 
contract area 3, to include additional tasks for geotech field work, 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE: Complete de sign of all contracts e arly in 

ptsjtt: 


OTHER INF ORMATION: Base d on damagesfromthe Janu ary 1997 floods, a supplemental de sign 
memorandum (SDM) was prepa red to evaluate additional sites which have been i dentified for 
reconstruction. During the economic re-evaluation of Areas 2, 3 & 4, the addi tional sites identified in the 
SDM were i ncluded. The draft Engineering Documentation Report (EDR) on t he unconstructed portion 
(remaining areas 2, 3, 4) of the project is current ly being reviewed for finalization. The EDR will be the 
authorizing d ocument for the Proje ct Partnership Agreement. The co st estimate has been revised 
effective Febmary 2009. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST: Thompson (CA-1); Merger (CA-2); Lungren (CA-3); Matsui (CA-5); Miller 
(CA-7): Senators Boxer and Feinstein 

DISTRICT : Sacramento 

Date: 11 January 2010 


54862B 
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FACT SHEET 
CONSTRUCTION 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS LINE : Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 
PROJECT NAME : Murrieta Creek, California 

AUTHORIZATION : P.L. 106-377 EWDAA FYOI, Section 103; P.L. 107-66 EWDAA 2002. 

LOCATION : The project is lo cated in the cities of Murrieta and Temecula, Riverside County, 
California. 

DESCRIPTION : The Project is a multi-purpose flood control, environmental restoration and 
recreation p roject alon g 7.5 miles of the Murrieta Creek. The major project feat ures include 
channel widening and deepening and an environmental corridor along the length of the project. 


ia»jfliaMar4q»iaii7 icmr ir 

FY 2010 
Construction 










$121,900,000 




llllllllllllllllllll^^gilllll^^ 

Allocation tor hY 2uuy 


Allocation for FY2010 

$ 1,890,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 





FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Maintain restoration a rea and continue the mandatory water quality 
monitoring of Phase I. Complete the design and environmental documentation of Phase 1A and 
Phase 2. Continue design and environmental documentation of Phase 3 and Phase 4. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : Design and environme ntal 
documentation for Phase 1A and Phase 2 are scheduled to be completed in FY 2010. 

OTHER INF ORMATION: Full Construction fun ds of $14M are needed to award contract for 
Reach 2 and 1A. Corp s and Riverside County Flood Control and Water Conserve tion District, 
and Cities of Temecula and Murrieta have discussed p ossibilitles of advancing sponsor’s 
remaining funds to facilitate construction activities. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Bono (CA^5), Issa {CA^9), Calvert (CA^4) 

DISTRICT : Los Angeles 
DATE: 11 January 2010 


54862B 
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FACT SHEET 
CONSTRUCTION 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS LINE : Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 
PROJECT NAME : Napa River Flood Control, California 

AUTHORIZATION: Flood Control Act (FCA) of 1965 (P.L, 89-298), Sec. 204; FCA of 1976 (P.L. 94-587), 
Sic: 136(a) 

LOCATION : This flood damage reduction project is located in the city of Napa, California. 

DESCRIPTION: A major portion of the presently developed area of the city is located in a high flood 
hazard area and is subject to flooding. The National Economic Development (NED) Plan would provide a 
1 00-year level of protection from the Napa River and Napa Creek and would consist of overbank 
excavation, floodwalls, vertical walls, levees, bridges, pumping stations, and flowage easements. The 
plan also includes recreation trails and incidental restoration. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA: 

Estimated Federal Cost 
Estimated Non-Federal Cost 
Cash 
Other 

Total Estimated Cost 

Allocation thru FY 2008 
Allocation for FY 2009 
Allocation for FY 201 0 
Balance to Complete after FY 2010 
Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 

1/ Includes $58,103,000 in Recovery Act Allocations To Date 
2/ Benefits and costs currently under review 

FY 2010 ACTIVITIES: Funds in the amount of $1,000,000 are being used to initiate completion of the 
final design of the Oxbow/Bypass. Anticipated FY10 ARRA funds will be used to fully fund the 
construction contract for Napa Creek and related engineering and construction management; fund repairs 
to segment 2E; fund final design of the Bypass Project; and continue engineering and construction 
management during the FY10 construction of the Bypass Rail Bridge Relocation project contract. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE: FY 2015 (subject to continued funding) for 
the completion ot construction of the entire Napa River/Napa Creek Flood Protection Project including the 
three remaining pump stations and flood control facilities north of downtown Napa along the Napa River. 


FY2010 
Construction 
$244,400,000 
$158,370,000 
$ 20,681,000 
$137,689,000 
$402,770,000 

$ 98,139,000 
$ 68,630,000 1/ 
$ 1,000,000 
$ 76,631,000 
N/A2/ 


OTHER INFORMATION: Currently developing more detailed construction cost estimates for Oxbow 
Pump Station & Oxbow/Bypass. ARRA funds totaling $99 Million were authorized in spring 2009. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST: Thompson (CA-1); Senators Boxer and Feinstein 


DISTRICT : Sacramento 
DATE: 11 January 2010 
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FACT SHEET 
CONSTRUCTION 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS LINE : Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 

PROJECT NAME : Nogales Wash, Arizona 

AUTHORIZATION: 1990, Section 101 (a)(4); WRDA 1996, Section 303 & 404; WRDA 2000, 
Section 302; WRDA 2007, Section 3008 

LOCATION: The project is located in extreme southern Arizona in the city of Nogales, about 60 
miles south of T ucson. 


DESCRIPTION: The project has two separable features, a flood-warning system in Mexico and 
the United States and a channel and levee construction at Chula Vista, Arizona. Urbanization in 
the twin cities of Nogales, Sonora, Mexico and Nogales, Arizona, with a combined population of 
500,000 has increased runoff into the Nogales Wash, causing flood/erosion problems. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA; 
Estimated Federal Cost 
Estimated Non-Federal Cost 
Cash 
Other 

Total Estimated Cost 


FY2010 
Construction 
$ 50 , 113,000 
$ 5,382,000 
$ 2,500,000 
$ 2,882,000 
$ 55,495,000 


Allocation thru FY 2008 $ 25,058,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 $ 2,500,000 

Allocation for FY 201 0 $ 1 ,502,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 201 0 $ 21 ,053,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 0.36 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Funds are being used to complete Post Authorization Document to 75% 
and to award the next phase of construction that will consist of an access road and channel 
improvements. 


EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE: Optimal funding would enable 
Construction phase completion in FY 2012 with wRDA 2010 902-limit cost increase 
authorization. 


OTHER INFORMATION : The Authorized project cost was raised in WRDA 2007 to $25.41 M; 
however, cost increased due to the project's remote location construction costs and mobilization 
costs incurred from phasing the project to match allocation. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST: Grijalva (AZ-7); Pastor (AZ-4); Senator Kyi 


DISTRICT : Los Angeles 
DATE: 11 January 2010 


54862B 
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FACT SHEET 
CONSTRUCTION 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE : Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 
PROJECT NAME : Petaluma River, California 

AUTHORIZATION; WRDA 2000, P. L. 106-541, § 112, 114 Stat. 2572, 2587; modified by 
WRDA 2007, P. L. 110-114, §3025, 121 Stat. 1041, 1111. 

LOCATION : The project is approximately one mile long thru the city of Petaluma; extending 
upstream from Lynch Creek, downstream 600 feet downstream of the Lakeville Street Bridge. 


DESCRIPTION : The project includes a mile-long steel sheet pile flood/retaining wall, a concrete 
constriction weir, 2 new pump stations (one of which is a betterment), 2 large mitigation sites, 
and the replacement of 2 vehicular bridges and 1 railroad bridge. A second railroad bridge has 
been relocated and replaced by a spur line. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA: 
Estimated Federal Cost 
Estimated Non-Federal Cost 
Cash 
Other 

Total Estimated Cost 


FY 2010 
Construction 

29.991.000 

16.149.000 
$ 1,983,000 
$ 14,166,000 
$46,140,000 


Allocation thru 2008 $ 28,31 3,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 $ 0 

Allocation for FY 2010 $ 727,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 $ 951,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 0.96 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES: Railroad mainline switch will be constructed in FY10 using FY09 Funds. 
The FY10 allocation of $727,000 has been scheduled as planned carryover pending receipt of 
Non-Federal Sponsor cost share funds. 


EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE: The estimated completion for the 
construction phase is EY 2013, pending the results of the l-Wall Study. 

OTHER INFORMATION; The US Army Corps of Engineers has mandated a flood wall study to 
assess l-W all constru ction based on lesson s learned post-Katrina and is still finalizing 
guidelines for the study before it can be initiated. Until the results of this (future) study are in and 
recommendations are made as to potential l-Wall repairs, a firm estimate of proj ect completion 
can not be given. 


CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST: Woolsey (CA-06) 


DISTRICT : San Francisco 
DATE: 11 January 2010 


54862B 
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FACT SHEET 
CONSTRUCTION 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS LINE : Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 

PROJECT NAME : Rio de Flag, Flagstaff, Arizona 

AUTHORIZATION: Water Resources Development Act of 2000, Sec. 101(b)(3); WRDA 2007, 
Sec. 3007 

LOCATION: The project area is located partly within the city of Flagstaff and entirely within 
Coconino County, Arizona. 

DESCRIPTION: The area is subject to flooding from Rio de Flag and Clay Avenue Wash. The 
plan consists of channel modifications, construction of a detention basin, berms and floodwalls 
in the Thorpe Park area. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA: 
Estimated Federal Cost 
Estimated Non-Federai Cost 
Cash 
Other 

Total Estimated Cost 


FY 2010 
Construction 

$ 36,263,000 
$21,355,000 
$21,355,000 
$ 0 
$ 59,618,000 


Allocation thru FY 2008 $ 1 5,293,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 $ 1 ,500,000 

Allocation for FY 2010 $ 3,003,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 $ 18,467,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 0.95 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES: Funds are being used to award Mainstem Phase 2A construction 
contract and complete P&S to 100% on Mainstem Phase 3. 


EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : Optimal funding would enable 
Construction phase completion in FY 2012. 

OTHER INFORMATION: As a result of the Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) 
designating much of Flagstaff’s downtown as a Special Flood Hazard Area, Flagstaff is 
prevented from moving forward with new development or important redevelopment projects. 


CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST: 


Kirkpatrick (AZ-1), Senator Kyi 


DISTRICT : Los Angeles 
DATE: 11 January 2010 


54862B 
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FACT SHEET 
CONSTRUCTION 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS LINE : Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 
PROJECT NAME : Sacramento River - Glenn-Colusa, California 

AUTHORIZATION: FCA 1917 (P.L. 64-367), Sec, 2, EWDAA, 1 990 (P.L. 101-101), Sec. 102; EWDAA 
1999 (P.L. 105-245); WRDA 96 (P.L. 104-303), Sec. 301(b)(3); WRDA 99 (P.L. 106-53), Sec. 305 

LOCATION; The proj ect is located between River Mile 202 and 206 on the Sacramento River near the 
Glenn-Tehama County line. The project also addresses the need for additional work near RM 208. 


DESCRIPTION ; Sin ce 19 70, flood flows in th e Sa cramento Riv er have altered the river channels 
lowered the water surface at the GCID Hamilt on City pumping plant. Ch anging co nditions cau se 
significant adverse impacts to river stability, water supply and anadromous fishery resources in th e area. 
The GCI D Riverbed G radient Facility wa s co nstructed as pa rt of three-way proje ct that includ ed an 
irrigation pump station upgrade by GCID, a state-of-the-art fish screen by the US Bureau of Reclamation, 
Sa 1,000fo otiong riverbed aggradation on th e Sacramento River (g radient facility) by the Corp sto 
increase backwater for the fish screen and pumping plant. Gradient Facility construction was completed 
in November 2000. There is currently a risk to the gr adient facility S GCID intake st ructure as the river 
meanders. A long term solution is being sought for the gradient facility and GCID pump station. 


FY 2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA: Construction 

Estimated Federal Cost 523,380,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost $ 7,790,000 

Cash $ 5,275,000 

Other $ 2,515,000 

Total Estimated Cost $31 ,1 70,000 


Allocation thru FY 2008 $20,861 ,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 $ 600,000 

Allocation for FY 2010 $ 230,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 $ 1,689,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Carryover fun ds are bein g used to awar d contra cts to refine ban k stabili zation 
alternatives & environmental impacts upstream at RM 208, & evaluate gra dient facility performance with 
identification of potential corrective measures. FY 2010 funds are being used for further evaluation of the 
gradient control structure & to cont inue development of alternativ es upstream of the gradient facility a t 
RM 208. Reprogramming of $1 milli on would enabi e completion of the bank stabilization evaluation 
upstream at RM 208; award of a contract to desig n the bank p rotection; and evaluation & 
recommendation of solutions for the function of the existing gradient control structure. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE ; FY2015 

OTHER INFORMATION ; None 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST: Herger (CA-2); Senators Feinstein and Boxer 


DISTRICT : Sacramento 
DATE; 11 January 2010 


54862B 
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FACT SHEET 
CONSTRUCTION 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS LINE : Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 

PROJECT NAME: San Lorenzo River, California 

AUTHORIZATION: WRDA 1996 (P.L. 104-303), Title 1, Sec, 101(a)(5); WRDA 1999 (P.L. 106- 
53); See. 306; EWDAA 2004, Sec. 144 


LOCATION: The project is located within the city limits of Santa Cruz, California. 


DESCRIPTION: The p reject consists of floodwalls, levee, toe-drains, a controlled overflow, 
channel dredging, flood proofing and habitat restoration. Bank stabilization was added i 
WRDA 99. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA: 
Estimated Federal Cost 
Estimated Non-Federal Cost 
Cash 
Other 

Total Estimated Cost 


FY 2010 
Construction 

$25,260,000 

$ 9,240,000 
$ 6,328,000 
$ 2,912,000 

$34,500,000 


Allocation thru FY 2008 $22,085,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 $ 21 1 ,000 

Allocation for FY 2010 $ 242,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 $ 2,722,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 1 .5 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Certif y h ydrology, a pprove h ydraulics model from spo nsor, finalize 
crediting pa ckage, in itiate amendment to Project Partnership Agree ment, initial e alternative 
analysis an d conceptu al design o n levee raise versus ch annel excavation and f inalize 902 
calculation spreadsheet. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE; 2015 


OTHER INFORMATION: A Review Plan and Crediting Package was submitted to the Center of 
Expertise for approval of bridge relocation costs and once approved by Division the costs will be 
incorporated as project costs. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Eshoo (CA-14), Honda (CA-15), Farr (CA-17); Senators Boxer 
and Feinstein 


DISTRICT : Sacramento 
DATE: 1 1 January 2010 
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FACT SHEET 
CONSTRUCTION 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS LINE : Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 

PROJECT NAME : San Luis Rey River Flood Control Project, California 

AUTHORIZATION: Section 201 FCA 1965 (Auth 1970), WRDA 86, Section 1165 Appropriations 
Blinaao, WRDA 1990, Title 1, section 102 (f), WRDA 96, Section 301 (a) (3) 

LOCATION : The project is located along the lower 7.2 miles of the San Luis Rey River in and 
around the city of Oceanside, San Diego County, California. 

DESCRIPTION: Project's authorize d plan provides for 5.4 miles of a double lev ee, stone- 
protected channel with a soft bott om; 1330 feet of parapet walls; six interior drainage ponds; 
and a 5-mil e bicycle trail and 247.4 acres of habitat to mitigate for impa cts to the endangered 
species “least Bells vireo” and “Southwestern Willow Flycatcher.” The remaining work includes 
3 phases of vegetation management and $5M mitigation and restoration plan. 



FY2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA: 

Construction 

Estimated Federal Cost 

$74,175,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 

$24,725,000 

Cash 

$4,945,000 

Other 

$19,780,000 

Total Estimated Cost 

$98,900,000 

Allocation thru FY 2008 

$65,819,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 

$683,000 

Allocation for FY 2010 

$1,453,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 

$6,220,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio at 7% 

0.24 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Continue environmental mitigation work includ ing population monitoring, 
bio-assessment; invasive eradication, update Emergency Action Plan, prepare draft 
O&M manu al, continue work on Restoration P Ian, Adaptive Habitat Management Plan, and 
coordination with envi ronmental resource a gencies. The Post Authorizatio n Decision 
Document, Supplemental Environmental Impact Statement and Enviro nmental Impact Report 
are being finalized to address this issue. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : FY 2016. 

OTHER INFORMATION : Years of b eing restricted from channel clearin g significantly reduced 
channel conveyance capability while endangered species have been thriving. Current level o f 
protection is less than 100-year. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST: Issa {CA-49) 


DISTRICT : Los Angeles 
DATE: 11 January 2010 
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FACT SHEET 
CONSTRUCTION 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS LINE: Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 

PROJECT NAME: Southwest Valley Flood Damage Reduction, Albuquerque, New Mexico 
AUTHORIZATION : WRDA 2007 (PL 1 10-114) 

LOCATION: The proj ect is local edinthes outhwest portion of the greater Albuquerque 
metropolitan area. The study area include s the 22.5 squa re mile sout hwest valley drainage 
area and the 147.5 square mile west mesa contributing area. 

DESCRIPTION: The project will reduce flood damages to Albuquerque’s southwest valley. The 
project in eludes improvements to existing dr ains, and t he constru ction of dete ntion basin s, 
channels, and an outlet structure to the Rio Grande, 


FY 2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA : Construction 

Estimated Federal Cost $16,146,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost $ 8,694,000 

Cash $ 5,894,000 

Other S 2,800,000 

Total Estimated Cost $24,840,000 


Allocation thru FY 2008 
Allocation for FY 2009 


$ 2,503,000 
$ 3,828,000 


Allocation for FY 2010 

Balance to Complete After FY 2010 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 


$ 2,810,000 
$ 7,005,000 
1.19 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES: Initiate the first constmetion phase, to include the right of use permit that 
will allow storage and conveyance of storm water in the exiting drains, procurement of property 
for a new channel that connects the Isleta drain to the Los Padillas drain, and easements for the 
new outfall channel from Los Padillas drain to the Rio Grande. 


EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FOR PHASE: Optimal funding would enable 
completion of construction in FY 2012. 

OTHER INFORMATION : None 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST: Heinrich (NM-01): Senators Bingaman and Uda 


DISTRICT : Albuquerque 
DATE: 11 January 2010 
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FACT SHEET 
CONSTRUCTION 
Enacted Fact Sheets 

BUSINESS LINE: Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 

PROJECT NAME: Stockton Metropolitan Flood Control Reimbursement, California 

AUTHORIZATION: WRDA 1996 (P.L. 104-303), Sec. 211(f); EWDAA 2000 (P.L. 106-60); WRDA 2007 

LOCATION: Primary pro ject area is S tockton, California, 40 miles south of S acramento a nd 85 mile s 
east of San Francisco. The 200 square mile area extends from Bear Creek on the north, Mormon Slough 
on the south, the confluence with the Sacramento/San Joaquin Delta on the west and Jack Tone Road on 
the east. 

DESCRIPTION: Proje ct will reim burse the spon sor for locally constructed im provements made to t he 
existing leve e syste m. In 198 6, the Federal Em ergency Ma nagement Ag ency initiated a flood zone 
restudy of the Stockton area. Draft Flood Insurance Rate Maps were released delineating a larger 100- 
year flood plain than previously recorded, affecting approximately 251,000 residents. 


FY2U10 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DA I A: 

uonstruction 

Estimated Federal Cost 

S33,bUU,UU(i 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 

" $11,200,000 


$11,200,000 


— j g 


"■ $44,700,000 








Balance lo complete aner i-y 

$10,144,000 

benefit to cost Ratio @ /7o 

'Ll 


FY2010 ACTIVITIES: Continue reimbursement to San Joaquin Area Flood Control Agency (SJAFCA). 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE: Optimal funding would enable completion of 
reimbursement by FY 2oi0. 

OTHER IN FORMATION: WRDA 2007 directs the Corps to re-evaluate the eligibility of Lower Mosher 
Slough a nd Upper Calaveras Rive r e lements of the pr oject for po ssible re imbursement. An initial 
reimbursement of $7,000,000 was ma de on 21 Ma rch 2002. Additional reim bursements were made as 
follows: $3,000,000 in 2002. $3,000,000 in 2003, $1,380,000 in 2004, $2,2 18,000 in 2005, $4,875,000 in 
2006 and $1,051 ,000 in 2007. $450,0 00 will be rei mbursed in 2010 for a total to date of $22,97 4,000. 
Remaining balance to be reimbursed is $10,162,000. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST: McClintock (CA-4); McNemey (CA-11); Cardoza (CA-18); Senators 
Boxer and Feinstein 

DISTRICT: Sacramento 

DATE: 11 January 2010 
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FACT SHEET 
CONSTRUCTION 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE : Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 
PROJECT NAME : Terminus Dam, Kaweah River, California 

AUTHORIZATION : WRDA 1996 (P.L. 104-303), Sec, 10 1(b)(5); WRDA 19 99 (P.L. 106-53 ), Sec. 30 7; 
EWDAA200 3 (P.L. 108-7), Sec. 11 0; WRDA 2007 (P.L. 110-1 14), Sec. 3030, as modified by 

Consolidated Appropriations Act 2008 (P.L. 110-161), Sec. 128 

LOCATION : The project is located within the Tulare Lake Basin in the southeastern portion of the San 
Joaquin Valley between the cities of Fresno and Bakersfield, CA. 


DESCRIPTION : The Kaweah River drains about 560 square miles from the Sierra Nevada Mountains 
into Lake Ka weah (Terminus Dam). Termin us Dam was completed in 19 62, and ha s provided limited 
flood p rotection to Visalia and other rapidly devel oping u rban a reas al ong t he Ka weah River. Th e 
December1966 rain flood caused about $1M in damages below the dam. The most recent flooding in 
1983 caused extensive an d widespread damage to properties in the Tulare lakebed area where losses 
were estimated at $17.6M . Lake Kawe ah was enlarged by 42,600 acre-feet by raising the spillway 21 
feet, thereby providing additional flood control and water conservation space. 

FY2010 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA: 
Estimated Federal Cost 
Estimated Non-Federal Cost 
Cash 
Other 

Total Estimated Cost 
Allocation thru FY 2008 
Allocation for FY 2009 
Allocation for FY 2010 
Balance to Complete after FY 2010 
Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 


Construction 
$35,469,000 
$23,796,000 
$ 2,686,000 
$21,110,000 
$59,265,000 
$33,872,000 
$ 957,000 

$ 640,000 

$ 0 
1.79 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Funds are being used to repair damages from spillway enlargement, correct weir 
seepage, continue high pool inspection program, continue endangered mitigation site monitoring, and 
finalize vernal pool estimates and credits. 


EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE: FY2012 


OTHER INFORMATION : Enlargement of the spillway at the dam on Lake Kaweah resu Ited in the dryi ng 
up of vernal pools in the Tulare are a. According to the Biological Assessme nt bank credits were to be 
purchased to com pensate for the ve mal pool s. T his ha s not b een d one an d pu rchase of mitigation 
credits for vernal pools through a mitig ation bank will be required prior to turning the project over to th e 
sponsor. Project cost e stimate is bei ng u pdated to refle ct an anticipated i ncrease of $2 million fo r 
mitigation credits. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Radanovich (CA-19); Costa (CA-20); Nunes (CA-21); McCarthy (CA- 
22); Senators Feinstein and Boxer 


DISTRICT : Sacramento 
DATE: 11 January 2010 
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FACT SHEET 
CONSTRUCTION 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE : Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 
PROJECT NAME: Tucson Drainage Area, Arizona 

AUTHORIZATION: Flood Control Act, 1938, WRDA 1999, Section 101(a)(5); WRDA 2007, 
3U05 


LOCATION : The project is located within the 12-mile-reach of the Tucson Arroyo/Arroyo Chico 
watershed within the city of Tucson, Pima County, Arizona. 

DESCRIPTION : The recommende d plan consists of two detention basin complexes - one 
referred to as the Randolph Golf Course Detention Basin in the upstream part of the watershed 
(completed by Pima County in May 1996 in accordance with a Section 104 agreement,) and the 
second referred to as Park Avenue Basin complex in the center of the watershed. 



FY 2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA: 

Construction 

Estimated Federal Cost 

$ 46,782,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 

$ 30,577,000 

Cash 

$ 24,462,000 

Other 

$ 6,115,000 

Total Estimated Cost 

$ 77,359,000 

Allocation thru FY 2008 

$ 23,506,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 

$ 400,000 

Allocation for FY 2010 

$ 5,000,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 

$ 17,876,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 

0.52 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Funds are being used to continue construction on Park Ave Detention 
Basins Complex. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE: Optimal funding would enable 
Construction phase completion in FY 2011. 

OTHER INFORMATION : None 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST: Pastor (AZ-4); Grijalva (AZ-7); Gifford (AZ-8), Senator Kyi 
DISTRICT: Los Angeles 
DATE: 11 January 2010 
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FACT SHEET 
CONSTRUCTION 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE : Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 
PROJECT NAME : Upper Guadalupe River, California 

AUTHORIZATION: Water Resources Development Act of 1999, P. L. 106-53, § 101(a)(9), 113 
Stat, 269; Water Resources Development Act of 2007, P. L. 110-114, § 3037; 121 Stat. 1041. 

LOCATION: The project area is located along the Upper Guadalupe River, in the city of San 
Jose, Santa Clara County, The project area begins at the southern edge of downtown San Jose 
and extends south for approximately five miles. 


DESCRIPTION: The project is a continuation of two already constructed downst ream flood 
protection projects. Pr eject featur es includes channel widening, a bypass channel, an d 
construction of levees a nd floodwalls which could remove up to 7,500 structures fro m the pre- 
project 100 year floodplain. The project also creates h abitat for nat ive vegetation and liste d 
salmonid species and w III complete a recreational trail which links to downtown San Jose and 


the South San Francisco Bay, 

FY2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA: Construction 

Estimated Federal Cost $136,700,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost $119,300,000 

Cash $ 22,524,000 

Other 5 96,776,000 

Total Estimated Cost $256,000,000 


Allocation thru 2008 $ 7,896,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 $ 2,841 ,000 

Allocation for FY 2010 $ 921 ,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 $125,042,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @7% 1 - f 0 


FY2010 ACTIVITIES: Co mplete construction for first mitigation reach 1 0B Updat e 

Environmental Documentation and Studies. Complete De sign of second and fin al mitigation 
reach. Reach 12. 


EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY F OR PHASE: With optimal funding, entire project 
could be constructed by 2018 Note the amount of construction occurring each year is limited by 
environmental regulations. 

CONGRESSIONAL I NTEREST: McNerney (CA-1 1), Eshoo (CA-14), Honda (CA- 15), Lofgren 
(CA-16) 


DISTRICT: San Francisco 


DATE: 11 January 2010 
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FACT SHEET 
CONSTRUCTION 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS LINE : Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 

PROJECT NAME : Yuba River, California 

AUTHORIZATION: WRDA 1999 (P.L. 106-53), Sec 101 (a) (10); WRDA2007 (P.L. 110-114), 
Sec. 3041 

LOCATION : Yuba River lies between the Feather and American Rivers in northern California. 
The project is located in Sutter and Yuba Counties approximately 50 miles north of Sacramento. 
The princip al urban centers within the project area includ e Marysville, Yuba City, Linda and 
Olivehurst. 

pESCRIPTION : Recommended p reject, which lies downstream of Daguerre Point Dam and 
Yuba goldfields, would include le vee improvem ents including insta Nation of slurry walls, 
constructing landside berms, toe drains, and levee raising along the Yuba and Feather Rivers. 
The area has experienced 7 major floods. Despite modifications for flood protection over past 
years, the area is still vulnerable to catastrophic flooding as demonstrated by floods of February 
1986 and January 1997. Damages were estimated at $95 million and $82.4 million, respectively. 



FY2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA: 

Construction 

Estimated Federal Cost 

$ 70,000,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 

$ 37,700,000 

Cash 

$ 9,000,000 

Other 

$ 28,700,000 

Total Estimated Cost 

$107,700,000 

Allocation for FY 2008 

$ 6,438,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 

$ 3,110,000 

Allocation for FY 2010 

$ 1,938,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 

$ 58,514,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 

2.4 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Funds are being used to contin ue the General Reevaluation Report 
(GRR) and complete an alternatives analysis leading to t he Alternatives Formul ation Briefin g 
Conference in the early part of calendar year 2010. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : Spring 2011 for Chiefs Report. 

OTHER IN FORMATION : The T hree Rivers Levee Improvement Authority has completed 
construction of flood damage reduction features and will be seeking Federal reimbursement. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Merger (CA-2), Lungren (CA-3), Senators Feinstein and Boxer 


DISTRICT: Sacramento 
Date: 11 January 2010 
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FACT SHEET 

CONTINUING AUTHORITIES PROGRAM, SECTION 205 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE; Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 
PROJECT: Borrego Springs, CA 

AUTHORIZATION : Flood Control Act of 1948, Section 205 
LOCATION: San Diego County, CA 

DESCRIPTION: The purpose of this project is to provide a feasibility study to determine an 
appropriate solution to the severe property damage suffered as a result of seasonal rain 
flooding in the Borrego Springs community. 


FY 2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA: Feasibility 

Estimated Federal Cost $300,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost $200,000 

Cash $200,000 

Other $ 0 

Total Estimated Cost $500,000 

Allocation thru FY 2008 $ 0 

Allocation for FY 2009 $100,000 

Allocation for FY 2010 $200,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 $ 0 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES: Carry-over funds of $74,000 plus allocation will be used to complete the 
Detailed Project Report (DPR), thereby finishing the feasibility phase. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : Current funding will enable 
completion of the feasibility phase in early FY 201 1 . 

OTHER INFORMATION : None 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST: Congressman Hunter (CA-52) 


DISTRICT : Los Angeles 
DATE: 11 December 2009 


54862B 



3264 


FACT SHEET 

CONTINUING AUTHORITIES PROGRAM, SECTION 14 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE : Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 
PROJECT NAME : City Creek, Highland, CA 
AUTHORIZATION : Flood Control Act of 1948, Section 14 
LOCATION : San Bernardino County, CA 

DESCRIPTION : This critical project consists of protecting, in-place, the existing 78-inch 
pressure water line. Several public water supply agencies serving millions of people throughout 
San Bernardino, Riverside, and San Diego Counties rely on this section of the pipeline to 
convey water for various uses. 


FY 2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA Feasibility 

Estimated Federal Cost $445,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost $345,000 

Cash $345,000 

Other $ 0 

Total Estimated Cost $790,000 

Allocation thru FY 2008 $ 0 

Allocation for FY 2009 $100,000 

Allocation for FY 2010 $345,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 $ 0 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Carry-over funds of $31,000 plus allocation will be used to complete the 
Detailed Project Report (DPR), thereby finishing the feasibility phase. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : FY2010 

OTHER INFORMATION : None 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Congressman Lewis (CA-41) 

DISTRICT: Los Angeles District 
DATE: 11 December 2009 
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FACT SHEET 

CONTINUING AUTHORITIES PROGRAM, SECTION 103 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE: Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 
PROJECT NAME : Goleta Beach, CA 

AUTHORIZATION : River & Harbor Act of 1962, Section 103, (PL 79-727) 

LOCATION: Located on the Santa Barbara County Coastline, 10 mile west of the City of Santa 
Barbara 


DESCRIPTION: Goleta Beach has and continues to suffer from severe erosion of the protective 
beach causing increased risk of catastrophic damage during coastal storms which impact use 
and visitation. Additionally, the loss of beach width has degraded the recreational value of the 
beach area. 



FY2010 

FY2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA: 

Feasibility 

Design & Implen 

Estimated Federal Cost 

$430,000 

— $ 2,000,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 

$330,000 

$ 1,077,000 

Cash 

$330,000 

$ 1,077,000 

Other 

$ 0 

$ 0 

Total Estimated Cost 

$760,000 

$ 3,077,000 

Allocation thru FY 2008 

$180,000 

$ 0 

Allocation for FY 2009 

$ 0 

$ 0 

Allocation for FY 2010 

$250,000 

$ 50,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 
Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% N/A 

$ 0 

N/A 

$ 1,950,000 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES: Carry-over funds of $67,000 plus allocation of $300,000 are being used 
to complete the Detailed Project Report (DPR), thereby completing the feasibility phase. For the 
Design & Implementation Phase, $50,000 will be used to negotiate the Project Partnership 
Agreement and initiate design. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : FY 2010 (Feasibility) 

OTHER INFORMATION: Early alternatives indicated that the project cost would exceed the 
Section 103 project limit. Sponsors requested (through their Congressional representatives) that 
the study be converted from the Continuing Authorities Program (CAP) to the Investigations 
program. However, since that date other CAP alternatives have been developed that will not 
exceed the project limit. The sponsor and the Corps have agreed to the selection of a CAP 
alternative. 

CONGRESSIONAL I NTEREST: Congresswoman Capps (CA-2 3); Senators Boxer and 
Feinstein 

DISTRICT: Los Angeles 
DATE: 11 December 2009 
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FACT SHEET 

CONTINUING AUTHORITIES PROGRAM, SECTION 205 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS PROGRAM : Flood and Coastal Storm Damages Reduction 
PROJECT NAME : Las Gallinas Creek (Santa Venetia), CA 
AUTHORIZATION : Flood Control Act of 1948, Section 205 

LOCATION : The study area is located east of Highway 101 in the Santa Venetia area of Marin County, 
about 10 miles north of San Francisco. 

DESCRIPTION : Las Gallinas Creek is vulnerable to extreme high tides and heavy storm runoff. The 
existing levee system protects over 800 homes in the Santa Venetia area and signs of erosion and 
scouring are evident. A Section 205 Initial Appraisal was initiated with the first $100K and to determine 
Federal interest, the remaining feasibility effort is being cost shared 50% Federal and 50% Non-Federal. 
Sponsor is the Marin County Flood Control and Water Conservation District. 


FY 2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA: Feasibility 

Estimated Federal Cost $ 1,100,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 1,000,000 

Cash 30,000 

Other 970,000 

Total Estimated Cost $2,100,000 

Allocation thru FY 2008 $ 386,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 0 

Allocation for FY 2010 170,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 201 0 544,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Complete the without-project conditions: Coastal analysis and hydraulic analysis 
contract will be awarded December 2009; Geotech investigation results provided by the sponsor will be 
reviewed in February 2010; Complete the economic analysis and determine whether there is federal 
interest to lead us into Phase II (With-project conditions). If needed, commencing Phase II will require a 
new FCSA with the sponsor. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : FY10 is the earliest attainable FY for the 
Phase I Study. 

OTHER INFORMATION : If economic analysis demonstrates federal interest, then we will either enter a 
new FCSA with the sponsor or amend the existing FCSA to reflect the scope of work for Phase II. In 
Phase II, the scope will incorporate sea-level change considerations as outlined in EC 1165-2-21 1 . 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Woolsey CA - 6 

DISTRICT : San Francisco 

DATE: 24 December 2009 
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FACT SHEET 

CONTINUING AUTHORITIES PROGRAM, SECTION 103 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE: Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 
PROJECT NAME : Pismo Beach, CA 

AUTHORIZATION : River & Harbor Act of 1962, Section 103, (P.L.79-727) 

LOCATION: Situated in the Upper Reach of San Luis Bay which is hook-shaped shoreline that 
extends south from Port of San Luis to the county line for 21 miles. 

DESCRIPTION: Shoreline retreat has progressed along the bluffs at four locations within Pismo 
Beach and they are: Seacliff Drive (Memory Park), Ocean Boulevard, Price Street (Shelter 
Cove Lodge to Shore Cliff Lodge), and Cypress Street Bluff. At each area, recession has 
jeopardized existing street rights-of-way, infrastructure, and public improvements. Geotechnical 
protection measures instituted at the base of the bluffs along each of the reaches will stabilize 
the cliff from long term ocean derived erosion. Impact of erosion caused by wave action will be 
analyzed and a plan for corrective action will be developed. 



FY2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA: 

Feasibility 

Estimated Federal Cost 

$ 

700,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 

$ 

600,000 

Cash 

$ 

600,000 

Other 

$ 

0 

Total Estimated Cost 

$1,300,000 

Allocation thru FY 2008 

$ 

337,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 

$ 

313,000 

Allocation for FY 2010 

$ 

50,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 

$ 

0 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 


N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES: Carry-over funds of $123,000 plus allocation will be used to completed 
the Detailed Project Report (DPR), thereby completing feasibility. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : FY2010 

OTHER INFORMATION: This area was studied in 2002 and no viable federal project was 
found; however, since that time erosion at Pismo Beach has accelerated significantly, resulting 
in road closures and utility relocations. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST: Congressman Capps (CA-23) 


DISTRICT: Los Angeles 
DATE: 11 December 2009 
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FACT SHEET 

CONTINUING AUTHORITIES PROGRAM, SECTION 205 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS LINE : Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 
PROJECT NAME: San Pedro Creek, Pacifica, CA 


AUTHORIZATION: Flood Control Act of 1948, Section 205 


LOCATION : The project is located in the Linda Mar area of the City of Pacifica just south of 
San Francisco, California, on the Pacific coast. 


DESCRIPTION : A portion of the project was constructed in three phases between August 
2OO0 and December 2002. The Eastern and Western Wetland were constructed to include a 
more naturally meandering channel. An earthen berm was constructed on the northern side of 
the project to protect the Linda Mar Shopping Center. Caltrans is planning work on the Highway 
1 Bridge. Final real estate crediting was completed in September 2006. 

FY2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA Design/Implementation 
Estimated Federal Cost $6,363,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 5,814,000 

Cash 609,000 

Other 5,205,000 

Total Estimated Cost $ 12,177,000 


Allocation thru FY 2008 $ 5,850,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 143,000 

Allocation for FY 2010 345,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 25,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : 

For the already constructed portion of the project— Verify federal and non-federal expenditures 
to date including approving real estate appraisals and beginning the remaining lands, 
easements, rights-of-way, utility or public facility relocations and dredged or excavated material 
disposal areas (LERRDS). Complete Letter Report documenting the status and justification of 
the built project. Write the Draft O&M Manual for the built portion and turn over to non-federal 
sponsor. For final unconstructed portion of project: award mod to go from 65% to 95% design 
pending adequate funding. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE: FY 2012 


OTHER INFORMATION : None. 
CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST: Miller CA-07 


DISTRICT : San Francisco 
DATE: 24 December 2009 
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FACT SHEET 

CONTINUING AUTHORITIES PROGRAM, SECTION 205 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS PROGRAM: Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 

PROJECT NAME : White Slough, CA 

AUTHORIZATION : Flood Control Act of 1 948, Section 205 

LOCATION: The study area is located at White Slough, in Vallejo, Solano County, California. White 
Slough is situated between the Napa River and the City of Vallejo, and is bisected by Highway 37. 

DESCRIPTION: The recommended plan would provide 100-year tidal and fluvial flood protection in the 
study area by utilizing White Slough as a detention basin for floodwaters from Austin Creek during the 
winter months. Placement of flap gates on the enlarged culverts under Highway 37 would allow for 
increased tidal exchange in White Slough during the dry season. 


FY2010 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA: 

Design & Implementation 

Estimated Federal Cost 

$ 6,467, OOU 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 

3,482,000 

Cash 

2,470,000 

Other 

1,012,000 

Total Estimated Cost 

$ 9,949,000 

Allocation thru FY 2008 

$ 2,423,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 

125,000 

Allocation for FY 2010 

152,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 

3,767,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 

N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES: Complete Plans and Specifications for the complete construction project. 
Complete Environmental Assessment and execute Independent Technical Review of Plans and 
Specifications. 


EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : FY2013 

OTHER INFORMATION: The design firm's construction cost estimate at 95% submittal in March 2008 
was $12,288,992. In June 2008 the Corps conducted a Value Engineering (VE) study. The design firm is 
currently incorporating numerous VE recommendations to reduce the construction cost. However, they 
are also raising the levees and floodwalls in order to meet FEMA freeboard requirements for Federal 
levee systems. Even with incorporation of the VE proposals, the overall construction cost of the project 
will likely exceed the Federal limit. The non-Federal Sponsor will pursue project specific authorization in 
the next WRDA. 


CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Miller CA-07 
DISTRICT: San Francisco 
DATE; 24 December 2009 
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FACT SHEET 
INVESTIGATIONS 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE : Navigation 

STUDY NAME : Humboldt Bay Long-Term Shoal Management Study, CA 

AUTHORIZATION : Flood Control Act of 1970, Pub. L. No. 91-611, §216, 84 Stat. 1818, 1830; 
House Resolution, September 23, 1982. 


LOCATION : The Port of Humboldt Bay is 280 miles north of San Francisco, CA. 
DESCRIPTION : Navigation improvements for increased shoaling due to deepening in 2000. 


FY2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA: Feasibility 

Estimated Federal Cost $ 1,500,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost $ 1,500,000 

Cash $( 0) 

Other $(1,500,000) 

Total Estimated Cost $ 3,000,000 


Allocation thru FY 2008 $ 174,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 $ 0 

Allocation for FY 2010 $ 90,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 201 0 $ 1 ,236,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Sponsor is pursuing State financial support through legislative process. 
If state funding support is secured, FY10 activities will revise Project Management Plan, and 
sign Feasibility Cost Sharing Agreement scheduled in October 2010. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : Optimal funding would enable 
feasibility study completion in FY 2014. 

OTHER INFORMATION : Sponsor will seek State funding support in FY10 legislative cycle for 
cost sharing the study. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST: Thompson (CA-01) 


DISTRICT : San Francisco 
DATE: 23 December 2009 
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FACT SHEET 
INVESTIGATIONS 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE : Navigation 

STUDY NAME: Redwood City Harbor (Deepening), CA 

AUTHORIZATION; House Committee on Transportation and infrastructure Resolution Docket 
2511, adopted 7 May 1 997, (read to the House and transmitted to Committee on Appropriations 
at 143 Cong. Rec. H. 3197, 105th Congress). 


LOCATION; The study area is located in San Mateo County, about 20 miles south of San 
Francisco at the mouth of Redwood Creek, California. 


DESCRIPTION: The proposed study will 
the authorized depth of 30 feet. 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA: 
Estimated Federal Cost 
Estimated Non-Federal Cost 
Cash 
Other 

Total Estimated Cost 

Allocation thru FY 2008 
Allocation for FY 2009 
Allocation for FY 2010 
Balance to Complete after FY 2010 
Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 


deepening the project to a greater depth than 

FY 2010 
Feasibility 
$ 2,500,000 
$ 2,500,000 
$(2,335,000) 

$( 165,000) 

$ 5,000,000 

$ 199,000 
$ 143,000 
$ 90,000 

$ 2,068,000 
N/A 


address 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Initiate contracts to collect data for without project conditions including 
hydro-surveys, geotechnical investigations, and vessel characterization. Prepare environmental 
documentation and hold public meeting. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE: Optimal funding would enable 
feasibility study completion in FY 2013 and accelerated funding would allow for study 
completion in FY2012. 


OTHER INFORMATION: The Port has expressed financial capability and a strong desire to 
pursue and accelerate deepening. New larger vessels, which currently call on the port, require 
more than the authorized depth. These vessels are forced to light load and top off at other 
ports, adding to the cost of calling on the port. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST: Speier (CA-12), Eshoo (CA-14) 


DISTRICT : San Francisco 
DATE: 23 December 2009 
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FACT SHEET 
CONSTRUCTION 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE : Navigation 

PROJECT NAME: Port of Los Angeles (LA Harbor Channel Deepening), CA 

AUTHORIZATION : WRDA 1986, Section 203, WRDA 2000, Section 101(b)(5) 

LOCATION: The project is located at the Port of Los Angeles on the coast of southern 
California in San Pedro Bay, approximately 25 miles south of downtown Los Angeles. 

DESCRIPTION: The project consists of deepening the main channel from the current -45ft to - 
53ft. Approximately 12 million CY of dredge material will be disposed of at in-harbor disposal 
sites: Southwest Slip, Pier 300 Expansion, Cabrillo Shallow Water Habitat Expansion and 
Submerged Site Material Storage at Pier 400. Deepening the channel will improve the 
efficiency of operations and reduce the costs for transporting containers to the region. 



FY 2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA: 

Construction 


$ 64,536,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 

$163,526,000 

Cash 

$163,526,000 

Other 

0 

Total Estimated Cost 

$225,062,000 

Allocation thru 2008 

$ 59,815,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 

$ 885,000 

Allocation for FY 2010 

$ 836,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 

0 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 

3.2 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES: Plans and Specs for a modified project have been developed and new 
disposal locations have been identified and approved. A request for proposal will be sent out to 
the contractor and construction should begin again in mid February. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : August 2011. 

OTHER INFORMATION: A Project Cooperation Agreement (PCA) amendment is being routed 
through the district to be approved by SPD. 

CONGRESSIONAL IN TEREST; Harman (CA-36), Rohrabacher (CA-46), Royb al-Allard (C A- 
34), Senators Boxer and Feinstein 

DISTRICT : Los Angeles 

DATE: 11 January 2010 
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FACT SHEET 

CONTINUING AUTHORITIES PROGRAM, SECTION 107 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE: Navigation 

PROJECT NAME : Oyster Point Harbor, CA 

AUTHORIZATION : Rivers and Harbors Act of 1960, Section 107 

LOCATION; Oyster Point Marina/Park is a 600 berth recreational and commercial marina 
approximately 10 miles south of San Francisco, two miles north of San Francisco International 
Airport, and adjacent to multiple biotechnology firms and business parks. 

DESCRIPTION: A concrete breakwater currently protects the Marina; however, there is a need 
to modify the entrance of the harbor to provide safe navigation for current tenants of the marina, 
as well as dinner cruise boats and a commuter ferry expected to begin service in 2008 or 2009. 
The ferry is expected to provide NED benefits, reduce traffic and pollution impacts in the Bay 
Area, and could serve as a vital transport link for citizens and supplies to and from San 
Francisco Airport in the event of a regional or local emergency. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA: 
Estimated Federal Cost 
Estimated Non-Federal Cost 
Cash 
Other 

Total Estimated Cost 

Allocation thru FY 2008 
Allocation for FY 2009 
Allocation for FY 2010 
Balance to Complete after FY 2010 
Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 


FY 2010 
Feasibility 

FY2010 

Design/Implementation 

$ 697,000 

$2,150,000 

597,000 

538,000 

451,000 

525,000 

146,000 

13,000 

$1,294,000 

$2,688,000 

$ 697,000 

$2,100,000 

0 

0 

0 

50,000 

0 

0 

N/A 

N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES: FY10 funds will be used for a wave attenuation design and preparation of 
wave attenuation P&S for secondary phase of project. Construction Contract award for wave 
attenuation is targeted for September 2010. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE; D&l phase will be complete in FY1 1 
with non-Federal funds. 

OTHER INFORMATION: None. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST: LantosCA-12 


DISTRICT : San Francisco 
DATE: 24 December 2009 
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FACT SHEET 

CONTINUING AUTHORITIES PROGFtAM, SECTION 107 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE : Navigation 
PROJECT NAME : Port Hueneme, CA 

AUTHORIZATION : Rivers and Harbors Act of 1960, Section 107 

LOCATION: Project area is located approximately 65 miles NW of Los Angeles in Ventura 
County, CA 

DESCRIPTION: Project consists of deepening the inner harbor from -34 feet to -40 feet. 
Deepening the harbor will accommodate Panama-sized vessels which are currently unable to 
load to their maximum capacity; substantial savings in transportation costs will be realized by 
deepening the harbor. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA: 
Estimated Federal Cost $ 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost $ 
Cash 
Other 

Total Estimated Cost $ 


FY2010 

Design & Implementation 
7,000,000 

2.333.000 
$ 2,333,000 
$ 0 

9.333.000 


Ailocation thru FY 2008 
Allocation for FY 2009 
Allocation for FY 2010 
Balance to Complete after FY 2010 
Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 


$ 910,000 
$ 0 
$ 300,000 
$ 5,790,000 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES: Carry-over funds of $9,800,000 plus allocation will be used to execute 
the Project Partnership Agreement and complete design. 


EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE: FY 2012 


OTHER INFORMATION: Slight delay in project due to Coastal Engineering needs dredge 
volume information from O&M study in order to develop final plans and specs. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Congressman Capps (CA-23) 

DISTRICT : Los Angeles District 

DATE: 11 December 2009 
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FACT SHEET 

OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE 


BUSINESS LINE : Navigation 

PROJECT NAME : Crescent City Harbor, CA 

AUTHORIZATION: River and Harbor Act of 1918, Pub. L. No. 65-200, 40 Stat. 904, 910; River 
and Harbor Act of 1935, Pub. L. No. 74-409, 49 Stat. 1028, 1038; River and Harbor Act of 1937, 
Pub. L. No. 75-392, 50 Stat. 844, 849; River and Harbor Act of 1945, Pub. L. No. 75-14, 59 Stat, 
10, 21; River and Harbor Act of 1965, Pub. L. No. 89-298, § 301, 79 Stat. 1089 

LOCATION: The project is located on the northern coast of California, about 350 miles north of 
San Francisco. 

DESCRIPTION : Crescent City Harbor is a shallow-draft crit ical Harbor of Refuge, supporting a 
Coast Guard search and rescue station, commercial and sport fishing, and recreational boating. 
The operations and maintenance schedule provides for annual inspect ion and periodic repair of 
the Outer and inner breakwaters, as well as 5-year cycle maintenance dredging. 


FY 2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA: O&M 

Estimated Federal Cost FI7A 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost N/A 

Cash N/A 

Other N/A 

Total Estimated Cost N/A 

Allocation thru FY2008 N/A 

Allocation for FY 2009 $ 1 ,575,000 

Allocation for FY 2010 $ 1,878,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 N/A 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Contract maintenance dredging of the Inner Basin Channel. 
EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : N/A 
OTHER INFORMATION : None 
CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST: Thompson CA-01 


DISTRICT : San Francisco 
DATE: 11 January 2010 
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FACT SHEET 

OPEFRATION AND MAINTENANCE 


BUSINESS LINE : Navigation 

PROJECT NAME : Pinole Shoal Management Study, CA (Delta LTMS) 

AUTHORIZATION : Energy and Water Development Appropriations Act of 2005 (Consolidated 
Appropriations Act, 2005) Pub. L, 108-447 (2005) 

LOCATION : The project area includes the northern San Fra ncisco Bay and extends throughout 
the California Delta. 

DESCRIPTION : The p reject will create a Long Term Management Strategy (LT MS) for the 
placement and re-use of dredge material in support of t he USACE' s deep dra ft navigation 
mission, levee repair and maintenance, wetland restoration and other beneficial uses. 


FY 2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA: O&M 

Estimated Federal Cost ~R/A 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost N/A 

Cash N/A 

Other N/A 

Total Estimated Cost N/A 

Allocation thru FY 2008 N/A 

Allocation for FY 2009 $ 230,300 

Allocation for FY 2010 $ ioo[oOO 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 N/A 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Funding will be used to further the objectives of the Delta LTMS by 
establishment of a sediment management permitting office known as the Delta Dredging and 
Reuse Management Team. In addition, the facilitation contract will be funded for another six 
month period and the Technical Work Groups will continue to meet regularly. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : N/A 

OTHER INFORMATION : None 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Thompson CA-01 , Lungren CA-03, Miller CA-07, Garamendi 
CA-10, McNerney CA-11, Cardoza CA-18 

DISTRICT : San Francisco 

DATE: 11 January 2010 
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FACT SHEET 

OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE 


BUSINESS LINE : Navigation 

PROJECT/STUDY NAME: San Francisco Bay Long Term Management Strategy, CA 

AUTHORIZATION: Energy and Water Development Appropriations Act of 1991, Pub. L. No. 
101-514, 104 Stat. 2074, 2079. 

LOCATION: The project area is the San Francisco Bay in California. 

DESCRIPTION: Policy objectives of the Long Term Management St rategy (LT MS) are to 
identify an acceptable array of dredged material disposal sites, develop management, economic 
and environmental plan s for the se sites, implement decision making f ramework for site usage, 
streamline permit procedures, and establish long term site monitoring. 


FY 2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA: O&M 

Estimated Federal Cost 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost N/A 

Cash N/A 

Other N/A 

Total Estimated Cost N/A 

Allocation thru FY 2008 N/A 

Allocation for FY 2009 $ 3,388.840 

Allocation for FY 2010 $3,500,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 N/A 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES: Funding for Dredged Material Management Office labor in support of 
Long Term Management Stratergy efforts; continued scientific research to validate 
“environmental dredging windows”; continued preparation of the Regional Dredged Material 
Management Plan/Environmental Impact Statement; continued study of the relationship of 
methylmercury generation to wetlands creation at Hamilton Wetlands Restoration site; and 
initiation of Regional Sediment Management studies. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : N/A 

OTHER INFORMATION : None 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST: Thompson CA-01, Lungren CA-03, Miller CA-07, Garamendi 
CA-10, McNerney CA-11, Cardoza CA-18 

DISTRICT : San Francisco 

DATE: 11 January 2010 
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FACT SHEET 

OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE 


BUSINESS LINE : Navigation 

PROJECT NAME: Redwood City Harbor, CA 

AUTHORIZATION : Rivers and Harbors Act of 1910, Pub. L. No. 60-317, 35 Stat. 815, (1910); 
Rivers and Harbors Act of 1930, Pub. L. No. 71-520, 46 Stat. 918,931, (1930); Rivers and 
Harbors Act of 1935, Pub. L. No. 74-409, 49 Stat. 1028, 1038, (1935); Rivers and Harbors Act 
of 1945, Pub. L. No. 79-14, §2, 59 Stat. 10,13, (1945); Rivers and harbors Act of 1950, Pub. L. 
No. 81-516, § 101; 64 Stat. 163 (1950). 

LOCATION : Redwood City Harbor is located in San Mateo County on San Francisco Bay. 

DESCRIPTION : The project includes a main ship channel, with an authorized project depth of - 
30 feet deep at Mean Lower Low Water, and two turning basins. Redwood City Harbor is a deep 
draft, high u se port with recent com merciai tonnage ranging from one t o two millio n tons per 


year. 

FY2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA: O&M 

Estimated Federal Cost N/A 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost N/A 

Cash N/A 

Other N/A 

Total Estimated Cost N/A 

Allocation thru FY 2008 N/A 

Allocation for FY 2009 $14,942,000 1/ 

Allocation for FY 2010 $ 6,410,000 ~ 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 N/A 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% N/A 


V Includes $11 ,553,000 in Recovery Act Allocations to Date 

FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Funding will be use d for routine condition surveys a nd to perform 
knockdown dredging as necessary to remove high spots in turning basin.. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : N/A 

OTHER INFORMATION : ARRA funds were used in FY 2009 to dredge to full project depth. 
Dredging will not be required in FY 2010 therefore some of the funds will be carried over for 
dredging in FY 201 1 , so that the material can be beneficially reused at Bair Island, when the 
next placement cell could be built 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST: Lantos-12; Eshoo-14 


DISTRICT: San Francisco 
DATE: 11 January 2010 
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INVESTIGATIONS 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE: Environment 

STUDY NAME: Arroyo Seco Watershed, CA 

AUTHORIZATION: Senate Public Works Committee Resolution, Document No. 838, June 25, 

196S(LACDAy: 

LOCATION: The study is located within the cities of La Canada-Flintridge, Pasadena, South 
Pasadena and Los Angeles, CA. 

DESCRIPTION: The Arroyo Seco Watershed Restoration study will evaluate the potential for 
watershed managemen t and environmental restoration op portunities within the Arroyo Sec o 
Watershed. The result of this study will be a watershed management plan. 


FY 2010 

SUMMARIZE D FINANCIAL DATA: Feasibility 

Estimated Federal Cost $1,350,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost $1,350,000 

Cash $(680,000) 

Other $(670,000) 

Total Estimated Cost $2,700,000 

Allocation thru FY 2008 $ 493,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 $ 96,000 

Allocation for FY 2010 /I $ 369,000 1/ 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 $ 392,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% N/A 


1/ Includes $145K reprogrammed to the study. 

FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Continue work towards baseline conditions report. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : Optimal funding would enable 
feasibility phase completion in FY 2010. 

OTHER INFORMATION: Local residents and other interest s have contacted the sponsor and 
congressional members wanting this study to progress faster. 

CONGRESSIONAL I NTEREST: Drier (CA-2 6), Schiff (CA-29), Becerra (CA-31), Royball- 
Allard (CA-3'4]; 

DISTRICT : Los Angeles 

DATE: 22 December 2009 
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INVESTIGATIONS 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE : Environment 

STUDY NAME : Ballona Creek Restoration. CA 

AUTHORIZATION: Section 216, Flood Control Act of 1970, Supplemental by HR 28 Sep 94 

LOCATION: The study area encompasses approximately 2,120 acres near Marina del Rey, 
California abut 20 miles southwest of the city of Los Angeles. 

DESCRIPTION: The study will evaluate habitat restoration, improvements to water quality, 
trash mitigation, recreation, and related purposes along the lower reach of creek. 



FY 2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA: 

Feasibility 

Estimated Federal Cost 

$2,338,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 

$2,338,000 

Cash 

$(888,000) 

Other 

$(1,450,000) 

Total Estimated Cost 

$4,676,000 

Allocation thru FY 2008 

$1,099,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 

$ 249,000 

Allocation for FY 2010 

$ 565,000^' 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 

$ 425,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 

NA 


" Includes $341 K reprogrammed to the study. 

FY2010 ACTIVITIES : Continue feasibility to work towards the Baseline Conditions Report. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : Optimal funding would enable 
completion of the feasibility phase by FY 2012. 

OTHER INFORMATION: Ballona Creek provides a major open space in a highly developed 
and populated area. The area has been degraded by encroachment of non-native plants, trash 
accumulation and attempts at bank protection along the creek using rock and concrete. 

CONGRESSIONAL IN TEREST: Harman (CA-36), Watson (CA-33), Roybal-Allard (CA-34), 
Waters (CA-35) 

DISTRICT : Los Angeles 

DATE: 22 December 2009 
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FACT SHEET 
INVESTIGATIONS 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE : Environment 

STUDY NAME : Bolinas Lagoon Ecosystem Restoration, CA 

AUTHORIZATION: House Committee on Transportation and Infrastructure, Dec. 20, 1996, 
104“' Congress, 2d Session, H.R. 104-871, House Resolution 2473. 

LOCATION : The study area is located 15 miles northwest of San Francisco on the Pacific 
coastline in Marin County, CA, between the towns of Stinson Beach and Bolinas. 

DESCRIPTION: Subtidai and intertidal habitats are being lost to sedimentation. The study will 
examine solutions that would restore and maintain a natural tidal prism configuration and tidal 
circulation in the lagoon. 


FY 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA: 

Estimated Federal Cost 537250,000 
Estimated Non-Federal Cost $3,250,000 
Cash 
Other 

Total Estimated Cost $6,500,000 


2010 

Feasibility 


$( 954,000) 
$(2,296,000) 


Allocation thru FY 2008 $1 ,853,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 $ 153,000 

Allocation for FY 2010 $ 90,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 $1,154,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Feasibility activities include preparing Peer Review Plan, assessing 
federal interest in report entitled “Recommendations for Restoration and Management” prepared 
by Gulf of the Farallones National Marine Sanctuary Advisory Council, updating Project 
Management Plan, and executing an amendment to the Feasibility Cost Sharing Agreement. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE; Optimal funding would enable 
feasibility study completion in FY 2012. 

OTHER INFORMATION : None. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST: Woolsey (CA-06) 


DISTRICT: San Francisco 
DATE: 23 December 2009 
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FACT SHEET 
INVESTIGATIONS 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS LINE : Environment 

STUDY NAME; Espanola Valley, Rio Grande and Tributaries, New Mexico 
AUTHORIZATION: Section 4 of the 1941 Flood Control Act (PL 77-228) 


LOCATION: The study area is located within the Espanola Valley, in north central New Mexico, 
and includes the Pueblos of Ohkay Owingeh, Santa Clara, and San lldefonso. 

DESCRIPTION: The watershed study is a cooperative effort with the three Native American 
Pueblos of ohkay Owingeh, Santa Clara, and San lldefonso. 


FY 2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA: Feasibility 

Estimated Federal Cost 

$ 2,800,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 

$ 2,800,000 

Cash 

$ 0 

Other 

$ 2,800,000 

Total Estimated Cost 

$ 5,600,000 

Allocation thru FY 2008 

$1,472,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 

$ 382,000 

Allocation for FY 2010 

$ 224,000 

Balance to Complete After FY 2010 

$ 722,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 

N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES: Continue the feasibility study: identify management measures for 
alternatives, determine and begin habitat and hydraulic modeling. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : Optimal funding would enable 
completion of the watershed study in FY 2013. 

OTHER INFORMATION; The watershed study is a cooperative effort with the three Native 
American Pueblos of Ohkay Owingeh, Santa Clara, and San lldefonso. The Pueblos will cost 
share and participate equally as the non-Federal sponsors for the watershed study. The 
primary purposes of the study are ecosystem restoration with ancillary flood risk management 
along the Rio Grande. Restoration features will improve and increase riparian woodland, 
riparian shrub, and emergent wetland habitat in the study area, including habitat of the 
endangered Rio Grande Silvery Minnow and the Southwestern Willow Flycatcher. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST: Lujan (NM-03) 


DISTRICT : Albuquerque 
Date: 10 December 2009 
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FACT SHEET 
INVESTIGATIONS 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE : Environment 
PROJECT NAME : Hamilton City, CA 

AUTHORIZATION: Flood Control Act of 1962 (P.L. 87-874), Sec 209; HR 8 May 64; WRDA 2007 (P L 
110-T14), Sec. 1001(8) 

LOCATION : This project is in Glenn County, California, approximately 85 miles north of Sacramento. 

DESCRIPTION : The project includes construction of 6.8 miles of setback levee to provide more reliable 
flood protection to the community and surrounding area, degradation of the existing “J" levee to allow for 
reconnection of the river to the natural floodplain, and restoration of about 1 ,500 acres of native habitat. 
The restoration work will benefit the recovery and stability of numerous Federal and State list species and 
provide a more natural river function. The new set back levee will perform at 3 distinct levels of flood 
damage reduction based on land use patterns. Urbanized areas will have greater reduction of flood 
damages and less developed areas will have lesser amount of flood damage reduction. From north to 
south, four and two-fifths miles of levee will provide a 90 percent confidence of passing a 75-year event 
(includes the Hamilton City proper); 1 ,000 feet of levee will provide a 90 percent confidence of passing a 
35-year event; and 1 .6 miles of levee will provide a 90 percent confidence of passing an 1 1 -year event. 


FY2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA: PED 

Estimated Federal Cost $2,5577000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost $ 960,000 

Cash $ 960,000 

Other 0 

Total Estimated Cost $3,841,000 

Allocation thru FY 2008 $1,649,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 $ 832,000 

Allocation for FY 2010 $ 341,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 $ 59,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Designs were completed in FY09. The project is on hold waiting for construction 
appropriations (construction new start). 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : FY2010 

OTHER INFORMATION : Designs were completed in FY09. The Project Partnership Agreement will be 
executed and construction initiated upon receipt of construction funds. WRDA 2007 authorized the 
project for construction. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST: Herger (CA-2); Senators Feinstein and Boxer 


DISTRICT: Sacramento 
DATE: 14 December 2009 
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FACT SHEET 
INVESTIGATIONS 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE: Environment 

STUDY NAME: Los Angeles River Ecosystem Restoration, CA 

AUTHORIZATION: House Public Works & Transportation Committee Resolution, 

1 1 Jun 69 (LA'CDA) Docket; WRDA 2007, Section 4018. 

LOCATION: The Los Angeles River Ecosystem Restoration Study encompasses 32 miles of river within 
the City ot Los Angeles. It extends from Canoga Park in San Fernando Valley to the southwestern 
quadrant of downtown Los Angeles. 

DESCRIPTION: The Los Angeles River Ecosystem Restoration Study has many locations along the river 
where there is great potential for environmental and historic riparian habitat restoration. Potential projects 
may provide opportunities to restore environmental conditions, improve water quality, public access, open 
space and recreation. The potential p rejects will maintain or im prove the curre nt level of flood dam age 
reduction benefits. 



FY 2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA: 

Feasibility 

Estimated Federal Cost 

$4,650:0'l3D 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 

$4,650,000 

Cash 

$( 372,000) 

Other 

$(4,278,000) 

Total Estimated Cost 

$ 9,300,000 

Allocation thru FY 2008 

$ 2,034,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 

$ 478,000 

Allocation for FY 2010 

$ 717,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 

$ 1,421,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 

N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES: Continue the Alternative Formulation Briefing and Public Draft Report. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE: Optimal funding would enable feasibility 
phase completion in FY 20 i2. 

OTHER INFORMATION: The City is preparing a master plan that incorporates ecosystem restoration, 
economic redevelopment, residential structures and park space for active recreation. Any recommended 
Federal project will be centered on ecosystem restoration while preserving the same level of flood 
damage reduction. The Corps will not participate in elements of the sponsor's master plan concepts 
outside existing Corps missions. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST: Sherman (CA-27), Schiff (CA-29), Waxman (CA-30), Becerra (CA-31), 
Wafson (CA-33), Roybal-Allafd (CA-34). 

DISTRICT : Los Angeles 

DATE; 28 December 2009 


54862B 



3292 


FACT SHEET 
INVESTIGATIONS 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE : Environment 

PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Los Angeles River Watercourse Improvement, Headworks, CA 
AUTHORIZATION : Senate Resolution, 25 Jun 69 (LACDA). 

LOCATION : The study area is located in the southeastern portion of the San Fernando Valley, 
adjacent to the Los Angeles River in the City of Los Angeles near Burbank, CA. 

DESCRIPTION: The Lo s Angeles River Watercourse improvement st udy area e ncompasses 
approximately 43 acre s of open space that has tremendous opportunity for ecosystem 
restoration. The study will investig ate ecosystem restoration through creation of riparian and 
wetland habitat to result in a multi-objective project that includes improved water quality and 
passive recreation. 


FY 2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DA TA: Feasibility 

Estimated Federal Cost $1,525,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost $1,525,000 

Cash $(1,113,000) 

Other $ (412,000) 

Total Estimated Cost $3,050,000 

Allocation thru FY 2008 $467,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 $414,000 

Allocation for FY 20 1 0 $332,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 $312,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Complete Alternative Review Conf erence and Public Review of Draft 
Report. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE: Feasibility phase completion in FY 

mr. 

OTHER INFORMATION : The City of Los Angeles has listed this stu dy as a priority in their 
funding requests and would like to see this study comple ted and imp lamented in conjunction 
with the other studies under the Los Angela s River Re vitalization Master Plan. The study 
sponsor for Headworks is the City of Los Angeles, Departme nt of Water and Power (LADWP). 
No action is likely without additional funding. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST: Schiff (CA-29) 


DISTRICT : Los Angeles 
DATE: 22 December 2009 
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3293 


FACT SHEET 
INVESTIGATIONS 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE : Environment 

STUDY NAME : Long Beach Breakwater, CA 

AUTHORIZATION : Senate Resolution, 25 June 1969 (LACDA) 

LOCATION: The study area is located offshore of the City of Long Beach, California in the 
easternmost part of San Pedro Bay. It includes the area between the Long Beach shoreline and 
the offshore Middle and Long Beach Breakwaters. 

DESCRIPTION: The purpose of the study is to evaluate opportunities for providing ecosystem 
restoration, increased recreational opportunities and other improvements to the nearshore area 
off the City of Long Beach, within East San Pedro Bay. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 
Estimated Federal Cost 
Estimated Non-Federal Cost 
Cash 
Other 

Total Estimated Cost 

Allocation thru FY 2008 
Allocation for FY 2009 
Allocation for FY 2010 
Balance to Complete after FY 2010 
Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 


FY2010 FY2010 

Recon Feasibility 

$90,000 $3,500,000 

$ 0 $3,500,000 

$ 0 $2,660,000 

$ 0 $ 840,000 

$90,000 $7,000,000 

$ 0 $ 0 

$ 0 $ 0 

$90,000 $ 0 

$ 0 $3,500,000 

N/A N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES: Develop a draft 905(b) report and Project Management Plan (PMP) and 
previous work prepared by the City of Long Beach will be utilized to the greatest extent possible. 
If the 905(b) report is certified to be in accordance with Corps’ policy, the remaining funds will 
complete the PMP and execute the Feasibility Cost Sharing Agreement. 


EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : 2010 

OTHER INFORMATION: The Long Beach Breakwater is a Federally owned and operated 
structure. The Breakwater prevents significant wave action and leaves most of the City’s beach 
without surf. It also has negative impact on water quality. Several options exist for 
reconfiguring the Long Beach Breakwater ranging from removing certain sections to lowering its 
height. 


CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST: Richardson (CA-37), Rohrabacher (CA-46) 


DISTRICT : Los Angeles 
DATE: 30 December 2009 


54862B 




3294 


FACT SHEET 
INVESTIGATIONS 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE : Environment 
PROJECT NAME : Middle Creek, CA 

AUTHORIZATION: Flood Control Act of 1962 (P.L. 87-874), Sec. 209; WRDA 2007 (P.L. 110-1 14). Sec. 
TOOl (11) 

LOCATION: The project is located in Lake County, approximately 80 miles north of San Francisco and is 
the main tributary into Clear Lake, the largest natural lake entirely within the borders of California. 

DESCRIPTION : Potential projects would restore portions of the flood plain to a natural wetland 
ecosystem and provide flood damage reduction to the area. Restoration would contribute to the goals of 
the North American Waterfowl Management Plan. 




FY 2010 


FY2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA: 

Feasibility 


PED 

Estimated Federal Cost 

$“ 

844,000 

$2,4007300 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 

$ 

844,000 

$ 

800,000 

Cash 

$ 

844,000 

$ 

800,000 

Other 


0 


0 

Total Estimated Cost 

$- 

1,688,000 

$3 

1,200,000 

Allocation thru FY 2008 

$ 

844,000 

$ 

257,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 

$ 

0 

$ 

191,000 

Allocation for FY 2010 

$ 

0 

$ 

99,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 

$ 

0 

$1 

,853,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 


N/A 


N/A 


1/ Funds reallocated from feasibility to PED. 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Complete Section 7, Coordination Act Report, update the Environmental Impact 
Statement price levels, and obtain a Record of Decision signature, which will complete the feasibility 
phase. Continue working on the PED phase and continue coordination with Lake County (the State is 
currently not participating in PED) and Robinson Rancheria to come to an agreement on Phase 3. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : PED is scheduled for completion in FY2013. 

OTHER INFORMATION: The project was constructed by the Corps between 1958 and 1968 and 
included levee and channel improvements for flood protection for the town of Upper Lake and the 
surrounding agricultural land. This area was a significant wetland that provided natural biologic values 
Including waterfowl habitat, water quality through filtering and trapping of sediments, and natural flood 
attenuation. The restoration project will minimize the impending health, water quality, and property 
damage issues that Lake County is facing. Sec. 1001(11) of the Water Resources Development Act of 
2007 (PL 110-1 14) authorized the project for construction. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST: Thompson (CA-1); Senators Boxer and Feinstein 


DISTRICT: Sacramento 
DATE: 14 December 2009 
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FACT SHEET 
INVESTIGATIONS 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE : Environment 

PROJECT NAME: Pima County, (Tres Rios Del Norte), AZ 

AUTHORIZATION: Flood Control Act 1938 (Gila River & Tributaries), and House Resolution 2425, 17 
MayT994 

LOCATION: The project area is located in Pima County and encompasses the metropolitan area of 
Tucson, the second largest city in Arizona, town of Marana and unincorporated Pima County. The project 
is located along the Santa Cruz River downstream of the Paseo De Las Iglesias authorized project. This 
is separate from the Tres Rios, Arizona construction project which is located in Phoenix, Arizona and is 
on the Salt and Gila Rivers. 

DESCRIPTION: The project will address environmentally degraded flood prone areas in conjunction with 
the Sonoran Desert Conservation Plan completed in October 1998. Up to 90 percent of riparian/wetland 
habitat lost in the southwest since the 1800’s. 90 percent of desert species are dependent on riparian 
areas in the life cycle, over 166 species of birds nest there. Connects national park and forest and State 
lands from Mexico to the Gila River. Plan consists of six elements: riparian restoration, habitat, biological 
and ecological corridor conservation, critical and sensitive habitat preservation, mountain parks, ranch 
conservation, historic and cultural preservation. 



FY2010 

FY2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA: 

Feasibility 

PED 

Estimated Federal Cost 

$4,074,000 

$■^31,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 

$3,897,000 

$ 2,977,000 

Cash 

$3,897,000 

$ 2,977,000 

Other 

$ 0 

$ 0 

Total Estimated Cost 

$7,971,000 

$11,908,000 

Allocation thru FY 2008 

$3,592,000 

$ 0 

Allocation for FY 2009 

$ 249,000 

$ 0 

Allocation for FY 2010 

$ 233,0001/ 

$ 0 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 

$ 0 

$ 8,931,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 

N/A 

N/A 

1/ A portion of these funds will likely be carried over to FY 11 and used 

for PED. 

FY 2010 ACTIVITIES: Funds are being used to complete the feasibility phase. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE: Feasibility phase completion 


OTHER INFORMATION: The recommended project, estimated to cost $201.4 million with an estimated 
Federal cost of $126.4 million and an estimated non-Federal cost of $75 million, includes restoring and 
improving 1,402 acres of habitat including nationally significant cottonwood-willow, emergent wetlands, 
mesquite, and riparian scrub. In-channel features include grade control structures and bank stabilization 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST: Pastor (AZ-4), Grijalva (AZ-7), Gifford (AZ-8), Senator Kyi 


DISTRICT: Los Angeles 
DATE: 10 January 2010 
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FACT SHEET 
INVESTIGATIONS 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE: Environment 


STUDY NAME : Prado Basin Environmental Restoration, CA 

AUTT-tOF^ZATION : Flood Control Act of 1938, Santa Ana River Basin and Orange County 
(SARBOC) adopted by Resolution of Committee on Public Works, House, 8 May 64 


LOCATION: Approximately 60 miles east of Los Angles, Orange & Riverside Counties, CA 


DESCRIPTION : Study will investigate the control of arundo and provide additional wetlands 
within Prado Basin by converting 200-300 acres of arundo to wetlands for water flow and 
migrating waterfowl habitat. Runoff from the dairy preserve upstream contributes high levels of 
salts and nitrates and adversely affects riparian and wetland habitat downstream. 

FY 2010 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA: 
Estimated Federal Cost 
Estimated Non-Federal Cost 
Cash 
Other 

Total Estimated Cost $ 


S tudy 

$ iMTooo 
$ 0 

$ 0 

$ 0 

160,000 


Allocation thru FY 2008 
Allocation for FY 2009 
Allocation for FY 2010 
Balance to Complete after FY 2010 
Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 


$ 116,000 
$ 0 
$ 39,000 

$ 5,000 

N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Continue the reconnaissance phase. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE: Complete reconnaissance phase in 
201 ^^ 

OTHER INFORMATION : The reconnaissance phase study recommended the split of two 
separate feasibility studies, Prado Basin Ecosystem Restoration Feasibility Study and Santa 
Ana River - Orange County, Chino Basin Environmental Restoration. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Miller (CA^2), Baca (CA-43) 

DISTRICT : Los Angeles 

DATE: 22 December 2009 
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FACT SHEET 
INVESTIGATIONS 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE : Environment 
PROJECT NAME : Rio Salado Oeste, AZ 

AUTHORIZATION: Flood Control Act 1938, Section 6 (Gila River & Tributaries), and House 
Resolution 2425, 17 May 1994; WRDA 2007, Sec 1001(5) 

LOCATION: The project area is located along 8 miles of the Salt River, from 19*'' Avenue to 83'^“' 
Avenue, downstream (West or Oeste) of the ongoing Rio Salado project. 

DESCRIPTION; The recommended plan includes restoration of nearly 1,500 acres of riparian 
and floodplain habitat \«ith recreation and incidental flood damage reduction. 


FY2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA: PED 

Estimated Federal Cost $ 4,875,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost $ 1,625,000 

Cash $ 1,625,000 

Other $ 0 

Total Estimated Cost $ 6,500,000 

Allocation thru FY 2008 $ 295,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 $ 1 ,434,000 

Allocation for FY 201 0 $ 1 ,500,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 201 0 $ 1 ,646,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES: Funds are being used to initiate Design Document Report and plans and 
specifications for Phase I. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : Optimal funding would enable PED 
phase completion in FY 2012. 

OTHER INFORMATION : None. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST: Pastor (AZ-4), Senators Kyi and McCain (AZ) 


DISTRICT : Los Angeles 
DATE; 22 December 2009 


54862B 
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FACT SHEET 
INVESTIGATIONS 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE : Environment 

STUDY NAME : Santa Ana River, Regional Sediment Management Plan, CA 

AUTHORIZATION : Santa Ana River Basin & Orange County (SARBOC) adopted by Resolution 
of Committee on Public Works, House: 8 May 64 

LOCATION : The study area is located in San Bernardino County, (Santa Ana River and 
Tributaries including City Creek, Warm Creek, Mission Zanja Creek, Santiago Creek, and 
others) in the vicinity of the City of San Bernardino, CA. 

DESCRIPTION : The study will investigate opportunities for regional sediment management and 
other related purposes. 



FY 2010 


FY2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA: 

Recon 


Feas 

Estimated Federal Cost 

$148,000 

$1 

,750,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 

$ 0 

$1 

,750,000 

Cash 

$ 0 

$1 

,750,000 

Other 

$ 0 

$ 

0 

Total Estimated Cost 

$148,000 

$3 

,500,000 

Allocation thru FY 2008 

$ 98,000 

$ 

0 

Allocation for FY 2009 

$ 50,000 

$ 

0 

Allocation for FY 2010 

$ 0 

$ 

0 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 

$ 0 

$ 

0 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 

N/A 


N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Complete the Project Management Plan (PMP) and execute a 
Feasibility Cost Sharing Agreement (FCSA). 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE: Optimal funding for feasibility 
phase would enable completion by FY 2012. 

OTHER INFORMATION: The 905b report approved in February 2009, recommended 10 
feasibility studies. The PMP and FCSA were completed for the Santa Ana River, City of 
Yucaipa, previously named Santa Ana River and Tributaries Ecosystem Restoration. FY 2009 
carryover funds will be used to complete the PMP for the spin-off study, Santa Ana River, 
Regional Sediment Management Plan. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST: Lewis (CA-41) 


DISTRICT : Los Angeles 
DATE: 29 December 2009 
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FACT SHEET 
INVESTIGATIONS 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE : Environment 

STUDY NAME; Santa Ana River, City of Yucaipa, CA 

AUTHORIZATION: Santa Ana River Basin & Orange County (SARBOC) adopted by Resolution 
of Committee on Public Works, House: 8 May 64 

LOCATION: The study area is located in San Bernardino County, (Santa Ana River and 
Tributaries including City Creek, Warm Creek, Mission Zanja Creek, Santiago Creek, and 
others) in the vicinity of the City of San Bernardino, CA. 

DESCRIPTION: The study will investigate opportunities for habitat enhancement, water supply 
and conservation, recreation and other related purposes. 



FY2010 

FY2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA: 

Recon 

Feas 

Estimated Federal Cost 

$ 

203,000 

$3,778,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 

$ 

0 

$3,778,000 

Cash 

$ 

0 

$3,392,000 

Other 

$ 

0 

$ 386,000 

Total Estimated Cost 

$ 

203,000 

$7,556,000 

Allocation thru FY 2008 

$ 

98,000 

$ 197,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 

$ 

105,000 

$ 163,000 

Allocation for FY 2010 

$ 

0 

$ 550,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 

$ 

0 

$2,868,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 


N/A 

N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES: Initiate baseline conditions and finalize Project Management Plan 
(PMP) for spin-off study. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : Optimal funding would enable 
completion of feasibility phase by FY 2012. 

OTHER INFORMATION: The 905b report approved in February 2009 recommended 10 
feasibility studies. The PMP and FCSA were completed for the Santa Ana River, City of 
Yucaipa, previously named Santa Ana River and Tributaries Ecosystem Restoration. FY 2009 
carry over funds will be used to complete Project Management Plan for spin-off study, Santa 
Ana River, Regional Sediment Management Plan and to complete field investigations as part of 
the F3 for Yucaipa. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST: Lewis {CA-41) 


DISTRICT : Los Angeles 
DATE: 29 December 2009 


54862B 
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FACT SHEET 
INVESTIGATIONS 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE; Environment 

STUDY NAME : Santa Clara River Watershed, CA 

AUTHORIZATION: Resolution by the Committee on Public Works, Ju ne 18, 1963; Public Law 
406, /5th Congress, approved August 28, 1937 

LOCATION: The Santa Clara River watershed is approximately 1 .600 square miles and 
encompasses portions of Ventura and Los Angeles Counties. 

DESCRIPTION: The study will ad dress probi ems and n eeds associ ated with flooding and 
ecosystem restoration. Key ele ments of the study are to develop ma thematical models for 
hydrologic, hydraulic and sediment conditions within the watershed. Problems and opportunities 
will be dev eloped and awarded i n a watershed perspe ctive. The product of t his effort is a 
watershed management plan. 


FY 2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA: Study 

Estimated Federal Cost $ 4,050,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost $ 4,050,000 

Cash $ (140,000) 

Other $(3,910,000) 

Total Estimated Cost $8,100,000 

Allocation thru FY 2008 $1,919,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 $ 319,000 

Allocation for FY 2010 $511,0001/ 

Balance to Complete after FY 201 0 $1 ,301 ,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% N/A 


1/ Includes $130,000 reprogrammed to the study. 

FY 2010 ACTIVITIES: Continue baseline technical analysis for 1600 square miles of watershed, 
including hydrology and hydraulics and sediment transport modeling for approximately 80 miles 
of the Santa Clara River mainstem (361 total river miles with tributaries). 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : Optimal funding would enable 
feasibility phase completion in FY 2012. 

OTHER INFORMATION: Limited fu nding for this study cont inues to slow study progress. Most 
of the ongoing efforts are focused on project coordination. The sponsors have an urgent need to 
complete this study. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST: Capps (CA-23), Gallegly (CA-24), McKeon (CA-25) 


DISTRICT : Los Angeles 
DATE: 23 December 2009 


54862B 
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FACT SHEET 
INVESTIGATIONS 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE : Environment 

PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Santa Ana River and Tributaries, Big Bear Lake, CA 

AUTHORIZATION: Santa Ana River Basin & Orange County (SARBOC) adopted by Resolution 
of Committee on Public Works, House: 8 May 64 

LOCATION: The study area is located in the San Bernardino Mountains, San Bernardino 
County, near the headwaters of the Santa Ana River. 

DESCRIPTION: Increased sedimentation deposits and invasive species have caused 
excessive noxious aquatic plant growth that contributed to shallow conditions and water quality 
issues. Significant marsh, meadow and riparian habitat that existed in the basin historically has 
nearly disappeared. The study will address this broad range of issues and solutions for 
restoration of aquatic, riparian and marsh habitat for fish and wildlife. 



FY2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA: 

Study 

Estimated Federal Cost 

$4,805,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 

$4,805,000 

Cash 

$ 0 

Other 

$4,805,000 

Total Estimated Cost 

$9,610,000 

Allocation thru FY 2008 

$3,773,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 

$ 0 

Allocation for FY 2010 

$ 577,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 

$ 455,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 

N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES: Conduct Alternative Review Conference certify habitat model and begin 
work on the Alternative Formulation Workshop process. Update the study cost and cost 
sharing, 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : Optimal funding would enable 
feasibility phase completion in FY 2012. 

OTHER INFORMATION: Costs have increased from $8.7M to $9.6M due to funding delays, 
changes in study scope, mandated model certification and independent external review 
requirements. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST: Lewis (CA-41) 


DISTRICT: Los Angeles 
DATE: 22 December 2009 


54862B 
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FACT SHEET 
INVESTIGATIONS 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE : Environment 
STUDY NAME : Sun Valley Watershed, CA 

AUTHORIZATION: House Public Works & Transportation Committee Resolution dated 1 1 June 
1969. (LACDA). 

LOCATION: The Sun Valley w/atershed study area is adjacent to the Tujunga Wash watershed 
in Sun Valley on the east side of the San Fernando Valley near Los Angeles, CA. 

DESCRIPTION: The Sun Valley watershed stud y has potential Federal interest in the Tujunga 
Wash Environmental Restoration 9 05(b) Re connaissance report. The study will evaluate the 
potential for environme ntal restora lion and f lood damage reduction within the Sun Valley 
Watershed. 



FY2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA: 

Feasibility 



Estimated Non-Federal Cost 

$1,250,000 

Cash 

$(740,000) 

Other 

$(510,000) 

Total Estimated Cost 

$2,500,000 

Allocation thru FY 2008 

$ 422,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 

$ 143,000 

Allocation for FY2010 

$ 314,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 

$ 371,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 

N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Continue baseline conditions report. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : Optimal funding would enable 
feasibility phase completion in FY 2012. 

OTHER IN FORMATION : The Ven tura County Water Prot ection District (VCWPD) continues 
efforts to pr epare the b aseiine hydrology model. LA Cou nty is in itiating step s t o build the 
sedimentation model. The Corps is participating in these activities focusing on the hydraulic 
model. Most of the wo rk is coordinating and strategizing efforts to best utilize funds and 
ultimately accomplish study goals. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST: Berman (CA-28), Sherman {CA-27), Royball-Allard (CA-34). 


DISTRICT : Los Angeles 
DATE: 22 December 2009 


54862B 
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FACT SHEET 
INVESTIGATIONS 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE : Environment 

PROJECT NAME : Va ShiyAy Akimel, Salt River Restoration, Arizona 

AUTHORIZATION: Flood Control Act 1938 (Gila River & Tributaries), and House Resolution 
2425, 17 May 1994; WRDA 2007, Section 1001 (6) 

LOCATION: The Va ShiyAy Akimel (pronounced va sha lay akimel) project area is on the Salt 
River located on the Salt River Pima-Maricopa Indian Community between Granite Reef Dam 
and SR101 Freeway Bridge, approximately 14 miles in length. 

DESCRIPTION: The recommended project includes restoring and improving 1,485 acres of 
habitat, one grade control structure, water delivery systems, and regarding of the river for 
vegetation. 


FY 2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA: PEP 

Estimated Federal Cost $ 3,708,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost $ 1,236,000 

Cash $ 1,236,000 

Other $ 0 

Total Estimated Cost $4,944,000 

Allocation thru FY 2008 $ 2,071 ,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 $ 1,274,000 1/ 

Allocation for FY 201 0 $ 363,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 $ 0 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% N/A 


1/ Includes $645K in Recovery Act Allocations To Date 

FY 2010 ACTIVITIES: Funds are being used to fully fund the Phase 1 design which will be 
100% complete in November 2010 and will finish under original budget by $42K. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : PED phase completion in FY 2010. 

OTHER INFORMATION: The local sponsors, the Salt River Pima-Maricopa Indian Community 
and the City of Mesa, support the acceleration of completing the phase. This will be ready for a 
new start construction in FY1 1 . 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST: Mitchell (AZ-5), Flake (AZ-6), Pastor (AZ-4), Senator Kyi (AZ), 
Senator McCain (AZ) 

DISTRICT: Los Angeles 

DATE: 22 December 2009 


54862B 


3304 


Construction 


54862B 
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FACT SHEET 
CONSTRUCTION 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS LINE : Ecosystem Restoration 

PROJECT NAME: Los Angeles River Demonstration Projects, California 
AUTHORIZATION : P.L 110-114 (WRDA 07), Section 4018 

LOCATION: Demonstration projects be located on various areas within the upper Los Angeles 
River Watershed and exiting right of way. First demonstration project will be located 3 miles 
north of downtown Los Angeles along the east bank of the Los Angeles River. 

DESCRIPTION; Demonstration projects provide information to develop a study for 
environmental ecosystem restoration, flood control, recreation, and other aspects of Los 
Angeles River revitalization. The information gained will allow for better planning and will 
improve future recommendation for restoration opportunities along the Los Angeles River. 


FY2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA: Construction 

Estimated Federal Cost $25,000,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost $13,500,000 

Cash $ 3,375,000 

Other $10,125,000 

Total Estimated Cost $38,500,000 


Allocation thru FY 2008 $ 0 

Allocation for FY 2009 $ 0 

Allocation for FY 20 1 0 $ 1 00,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 $24,900,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES: Funds of $100,000 will be used to d efine the first demonstration project, 
develop a project management pi an ($60,000) and develop the draft Project Partnership 
Agreement ($40,000), 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FOR PHASE : This authority allows the development 
of multiple demonstrations projects. The first project could be completed in FY1 1 . 

OTHER INFORMATION: The demonstration project is recommended based on consistence 
with the sponsor's Los Angeles River Revitalization Master Plan. There will be no typical Corps 
decision document or federally recommended plan. 

CONGRESSIONAL I NTEREST: Becerra (CA-31), Roybal -Allard (CA-34), Sherman (CA-27), 
Schiff (CA-29), Waxman (CA-30), Watson (CA-33). 


DISTRICT : Los Angeles 
DATE: 11 January 2010 
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FACT SHEET 
CONSTRUCTION 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE : Environment 
PROJECT NAME: Tres Rios, Arizona 

AUTHORIZATION: WRDA 1992, Section 321; WRDA 1996, Section 301(b)(2); WRDA2000, 
Section 101(b)(4) 

LOCATION : Tres Rios is located at the confluence of Salt, Gila, and Agua Fria Rivers 
southwest of the metropolitan area for Phoenix, Arizona, 

DESCRIPTION : The project consists of construction of a levee, restoration of 1 ,200 acres of 
riparian & wetlands habitat, recreation development including hiking trails, nature walks, comfort 
stations, ramadas & cultural resources mitigation for identification, protection & recovery of 
significant Native American artifacts. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA: 
Estimated Federal Cost 
Estimated Non-Federal Cost 
Cash 
Other 

Total Estimated Cost 


FY2010 
Construction 
$ 139,750,000 
$ 75,250,000 
$ 44,067,000 
$ 31,183,000 
$215,000,000 


Allocation thru FY 2008 
Allocation for FY 2009 
Allocation for FY 2010 
Balance to Complete after FY 2010 
Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 

1/ Includes $21 ,479,800 in Recovery Act Allocations To Date 


$ 31,088,000 
$ 31,050,000 1/ 
$ 15,000,000 
$ 62,612,000 
N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES: Funds are being used to complete Plans and Specs for Phase 3 and 
award a construction contract for Phase 3. 


EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE: Optimal funding would enable 
Construction phase completion in FY 2012. 

OTHER INFORMATION : Current Working Estimate for the entire project is over the 902 limit of 
$159,736 due primarily to the significant increase in local sponsor real estate cost. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST: Franks (AZ-2), Pastor (AZ-4), Mitchell (AZ-5) Grijalva (AZ-7), 
and Senator Kyi. 

DISTRICT : Los Angeles 

DATE: 11 January 2010 
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FACT SHEET 

CONTINUING AUTHORITIES PROGRAM - SECTION 1135 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE : Environment 
PROJECT NAME : Ashley Creek, UT 

AUTHORIZATION: Section 1135, Water Resources Development Act of 1986 


LOCATION; The site is part of a 1 2-mile reach that was straightened and enlarged (dredged) 
by the Ashley Creek Clearing and Snagging Project constructed by the Corps in 1966. 

DESCRIPTION: The proposed project modification consists of restoring 2.4 miles of stream 
meanders and associated riparian vegetation on Ashley Creek. The restoration project would 
modify the features of the clearing and snagging project by reconstructing stream meanders and 
replanting associated riparian vegetation on the reach of Ashley Creek most adversely affected 
by the flood control work. 


FY 2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA: Feasibility 

Estimated Federal Cost $773, OoO 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 0 

Cash 0 

Other 0 

Total Estimated Cost $773,000 

Allocation thru FY 2008 $623,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 21 ,000 

Allocation for FY 2010 29,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 100,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% N/A 


FY 201 0 ACTIVITIES: Review project data and update as needed. Initiate and execute the 
Project Management Plan (PMP). 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : FY2011 

OTHER INFORMATION: Project has been on hold for a number of years due to budget priorities 
and constraints. Sponsor reaffirmed interest and financial capability in FY08 and is in current 
communication with Corps on this project. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST: Matheson (CA-2); Chaffetz (CA-3); Senators Bennett and 
Hatch 

DISTRICT: Sacramento 
DATE: 28 December 2009 
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FACT SHEET 

CONTINUING AUTHORITIES PROGFRAM, SECTION 1135 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE : Environment 
PROJECT NAME : Pinole Creek, Ca 
AUTHORIZATION : WRDA 1 986 , Section 1 1 35 

LOCATION: The Pinole Creek Watershed Restoration is located in the City of Contra Costa 
County, California, 

DESCRIPTION : The proposed project would modify about 25 acres of open water, marsh, 
riparian, and native upland habitat to restore and enhance wildlife resources in Pinole Creek 
between San Pablo Bay and Hwy 80. The proposed modification would restore salmonid, 
steelhead, and coho salmon. Salmonid are of special significance because of their endangered 
and threatened species along the Central California Coast and is considered a high priority in 
the Federal Clean Water Action Plan. 


FY2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA: Feasibility 

Estimated Federal Cost $ 766,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 666,000 

Cash 666,000 

Other 0 

Total Estimated Cost $1,432,000 

Allocation thru FY 2008 $ 92,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 0 

Allocation for FY 201 0 30,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 644,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES: 

Revise the PMP and continue studies to characterize the without project conditions. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : FY2012 

OTHER INFORMATION: This is a high priority project for Contra Costa County Flood Control 
District. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Miller CA-07 
DISTRICT : San Francisco 
DATE: 24 December 2009 
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FACT SHEET 

CONTINUING AUTHORITIES PROGRAM, SECTION 1135 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE : Environment 

PROJECT NAME: Las Cruces Dam Environmental Restoration, Dona Ana County, New 
Mexico 

AUTHORIZATION : Section 1135, WRDA 1986, P.L 99-662 

LOCATION: The project is located within the city limits of Las Cruces, New Mexico and includes 
the 800 acre reservoir pool area formed by the existing Las Cruces flood control dam 
constructed by the Corps of Engineers in the 1970’s. 

DESCRIPTION: The purpose of this project is ecosystem restoration. Proposed improvements 
include restoration of arroyo riparian vegetation and native Chihuahuan desert vegetation. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA: Feasibility 

Estimated Federal Cost 1968,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 
Cash 
Other 

Total Estimated Cost $968,000 

Allocation thru FY 2008 $620,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 $148,000 

Allocation for FY 2010 
Balance to Complete After FY 2010 
Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 


FY 2010 


$ 0 
$ 

$ 0 


$200,000 
$ 0 
N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Continue the feasibility study. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE: FY2010 

OTHER INFORMATION: The non-Federal sponsor is the City of Las Cruces, New Mexico. 

CONGRESSIONAL iNTEREST: Teague, (NM-02) 


DISTRICT : Albuquerque 
DATE: 15 December 2009 
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FACT SHEET 

CONTINUING AUTHORITIES PROGRAM, SECTION 1135 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE : Environment 

PROJECT NAME : T ujunga Wash Environmental Restoration, CA 
AUTHORIZATION : Section 1135, WRDA 1986 (PL 99-662) 

LOCATION : The project is located in the San Fernando Valley, CA with headwaters in San 
Gabriel Mountains, It is a major tributary of the Los Angeles River. 

DESCRIPTION : The project will create a naturalized stream course along the west bank of a 
3/4 mile reach of the Tujunga Wash. The project will restore riparian ecosystem along 3,000 ft 
on both sides of Tujunga Wash channel below Hansen Dam. The wash will extend similar 
habitat being built by LA County and Mountains Recreation and Conservation Authority just 
downstream. Runoff will be routed from Pacoima into natural stream course that will meander 
through project area along the bank. Both banks will be planted with native vegetation, and 
provide paths for walking and interpretive uses. 


FY2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA: Design & Implementation 

Estimated Federal Cost |?7469,000 
Estimated Non-Federal Cost $1,667,000 
Cash 
Other 

Total Estimated Cost $6,136,000 

Allocation thru FY 2008 
Allocation for FY 2009 
Allocation for FY 2010 
Balance to Complete after FY 2010 
Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 


$1,667,000 
$ 0 


$ 492,000 
$ 0 

$3,977,000 
$ 0 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Carry-over funds of $326,900 plus allocation of $3,977,000 are being 
used to execute the Project Partnership Agreement (PPA), award a fully-funded design contract, 
and award the construction contract. 


EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : FY2011 
OTHER INFORMATION : None 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST: Congressman Berman (CA-28) 


DISTRICT : Los Angeles 
DATE: 11 December 2009 
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FACT SHEET 
INVESTIGATIONS 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS LINE : Environmental Infrastructure 

STUDY NAME : Desert Hot Springs, CA 

AUTHORIZATION: WRDA 1992, Section 219 (c) amended by Consolidated Appropriations Act 
of 200frSeaioriT08 (a) (23), WRDA 2007, Section 5006 (12) 

LOCATION: The study area is located approximately 110 miles east of Los Angeles in the city 
of Desert Hot Springs, Riverside County, California. 

DESCRIPTION: The proposed work will provide plans and design to protect one of the premier 
groundwater resources in the country by collecting and treating wastewater and abatement of 
septic tanks systems that threaten the high-quality groundwater aquifer and help create a 
sufficient stream of recycled wastewater. 




FY 2010 

FY 2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA: 


PED 

Construction 

Estimated Federal Cost 

$1 

,821,000 

$35,000,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 

$ 

607,000 

$12,000,000 

Cash 

$ 

607,000 

$ 2,350,000 

Other 

$ 

0 

$ 9,650,000 

Total Estimated Cost 

$2 

428, 000 

$47,000,000 

Allocation thru FY 2008 

$1 

,243,000 

$ 0 

Allocation for FY 2009 

$ 

478,000 

$ 0 

Allocation for FY 2010 

$ 

100,000 

$ 0 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 

$ 

0 

$35,000,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 


N/A 

N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES: Complete the Wastewater Master Plan and prepare comprehensive 
wastewater facilities strategic plan. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : Optimal funding would enable 
completion of the design phase (P£b) in FY10. 

OTHER INFORMATION: Project was authorized for construction by WRDA 2007. 


CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST: Lewis (CA-41) 


DISTRICT : Los Angeles 
DATE: 29 December 2009 
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FACT SHEET 
INVESTIGATIONS 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE : Environmental Infrastructure 

STUDY NAME : Riverside County Special Area Management Plan (SAMP), California 

AUTHORIZATION: Resolution by the Committee on Public Works of HR, adopted 8 May 1964 and 
Section 4 of the Flood Control Act of 1941, HR2425, 14 May 1994 

LOCATION: The study area is located in Riverside County, California, approximately 85 miles southeast 
of Los Angeles. 

DESCRIPTION: The Special Area Management Plan (SAMP) will be conducted in coordination with the 
on-going Riverside County Integrated Plan (RCIP) for Santa Margarita (473,000 acres) & San Jacinto 
(470,000 acres) Watersheds of Riverside County. The RCIP is a 3-part program addressing 
transportation, habitat conservation (Multi-Species Habitat Conservation Plan (MSHCP), & the County’s 
General Plan (Local land use). The SAMP will provide a comprehensive plan for aquatic resources that 
allow for protection of natural resources while considering reasonable economic growth. 


FY 2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA: Study 

Estimated Federal Cost $6,070,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost $ 0 

Cash $ 0 

Other $ 0 

Total Estimated Cost $6,070,000 1/ 


Allocation thru FY 2008 $3,085,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 $ 339,000 

Allocation for FY 2010 $ 198,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 $ 148,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% N/A 


1/ Includes $2,300,000 Environmental Protection Agency grant. 

FY 2010 ACTIVITIES: Complete facilitation outreach to state and federal agencies, complete 
comprehensive permitting framework, and continue progress on Draft Environmental Impact Statement 
and Environmental Impact Report including updating baseline conditions and evaluating alternatives. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE: With optimal funding, the study will complete 

rnTYUDTZ 


OTHER INFORMATION : The SAMP will result in a streamlined Section 404 process. 
CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Issa (CA-49), Calvert (CA-44), Bono (CA-45), Senator Feinstein 
DISTRICT: Los Angeles 
DATE: 22 December 2009 
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FACT SHEET 
INVESTIGATIONS 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS LINE : Environmental Infrastructure 

STUDY NAME : San Diego County Special Area Management Plan (SAMP), California 

AUTHORIZATION; Resolution by the Committee on Public Works of HR, adopted 8 May 1964 
and Section 4 of the Flood Control Act of 1941, HR2425, 14 May 1994 

LOCATION: The study area is located in the Otay River Watershed, San Diego County, 
California. 

DESCRIPTION: The Special Area Management Plan (SAMP) will be conducted in coordination 
with the existing Multi-Species Conservation Plan (MSCP) for San Diego County. The SAMP 
will provide a comprehensive plan for aquatic resources protection while allowing for reasonable 
development. The study currently includes Otay River Watershed, however, the County of San 
Diego has expressed a strong interest in conducting a SAMP within the San Luis River 
Watershed. 

FY 2010 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA; 


Study 

Estimated Federal Cost 

$1 

,925,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 

$ 

0 

Cash 

$ 

0 

Other 

$ 

0 

Total Estimated Cost 

$1 

,925,000 

Allocation thru 2008 

$1 

,341,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 

$ 

339,000 

Allocation for FY 2010 

$ 

152,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 

$ 

93,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 


N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES: Complete analysis of alternatives, complete comprehensive permitting 
framework, and continue progress on the Draft Environmental Impact Statement including 
completing the baseline sections and initial evaluation of alternatives. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : With optimal funding, this study will 
be completed in July Z0l2. 

OTHER INFORMATION : None. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST: Filner (CA-51), Hunter (CA-52), Davis (CA-53), Bilbray (CA- 
5I5) 

DISTRICT : Los Angeles 
DATE: 22 December 2009 
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FACT SHEET 
CONSTRUCTION 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS LINE : Environmental Infrastructure 

PROJECT NAME : City of lngle\«ood, California 

AUTHORIZATION: WRDA 1992, Section 219(c) amended by Consolidated Appropriations Act, 
2001, Section 108(a)(26), and WRDA 2007 Section 5006 (14) 

LOCATION: The City of Inglewood is located in the south central part of Los Angeles County, 
California. 

DESCRIPTION: The City of Inglewood is a mostly residential community and has a population 
of approximately 1 16,000 people. The project includes field investigation, preliminary plans and 
specs, a Pre-Design Report (PDR), and the final design Plans and Specifications for the City’s 
Water Treatment Plant Upgrade, Efforts also include a well site investigation. 

FY 2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA: Construction 


Estimated Federal Cost $20,000,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost $ 5,000,000 

Cash $ 0 

Other $ 0 

Total Estimated Cost $25,000,000 

Allocation thru FY 2008 $ 0 

Allocation for FY 2009 $ 0 

Allocation for FY 2010 $ 100,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 $19,900,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Pre-final (9 0%) Plans and Specs package was submitted Oct 2009 1 o 
the City for review co mments. Pending completi on of City’s review comments, the architect 
engineer has 1 35 days to continue the completion of the final Plans a nd Specs. The City is 
working on the environmental assessment with the architect engineer. Up to three possible well 
sites were proposed by the City for conducting the well site investigation. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE: The final Plans and Specs package, 
City’s Environmental Assessment document and the well site investigation should be completed 
by FY 2010. 

OTHER INFORMATION : None. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST: Waters (CA-38) 


DISTRICT : Los Angeles 
DATE: 11 January 2010 
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FACT SHEET 
CONSTRUCTION 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE: Environmental Infrastructure 

PROJECT NAME: City of Santa Clarita (Perchlorate), California 

AUTHORIZATION: Consolidated Appropriations Act of 2001 

LOCATION: The project is located within the Santa Clarita Valley in the northern part of Los 
Angeles County, California 

DESCRIPTION: The main objective of the study has be en to evalu ate the exi sting aquife r 
conditions of the Easter n Santa Clarita Sub bas in area and develop alt ernatives for long-term 
solutions to restoring the perchlorate affected aquifer to drinking water quality. The study has 
identified perchlorate sources, helped define the nature and extent of contamination, provided 
aquifer characterization, contaminant migration pathways, and groundwater modeling. 





FY 2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA: 


Construction 

Estimated Federal Cost 



7,000,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 

$ 


7,000,000 

Cash $ 



7,000,000 

Other 



$ 0 

Total Estimated Cost 



$14,000,000 

Allocation thru FY2008 

$ 


4,615,000 

Allocation for FY2009 


$ 

1,148,000 

Allocation for FY 201 0 



$ 533,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 


$ 704,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 



N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES: Continue aquifer characterization and remedial investigation Feasibility 
Study Report. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE: Optimal funding would enable the 
study portion under the construction appropriation to complete in FY201 1 . 

OTHER INFORMATION : None. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST: Miller (CA^2), McKeon (CA-25) 


DISTRICT; Los Angeles 
DATE: 11 January 2010 
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FACT SHEET 
CONSTRUCTION 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE : Environmental Infrastructure 
PROJECT NAME: Contra Costa Water District, California 

AUTHORIZATION: WRDA 1992, P. L. No. 10 2-580, § 21 9, 106 Stat. 4797, 4835; amended by 
WRDA 2007, P. L. No. 110-114, § 5158, 121 Stat. 1041, 1258-59. 

LOCATION: Contra Costa Canal is located in Contra Costa County about 55 miles east of San 
Francisco, California. 


DESCRIPTION: The purpose of the project is to eliminate four miles of federally owned (USBR) 
levees from the canal and replace the canal with buried pipeline. Once the aging and un- 
engineered infrastructure is replaced, the project would provide water q uality benefits to nearly 

550.000 people in the Contra Cost a Water District service area, flood protection b enefits to the 

25.000 residents that live near the levees and help the Central Valley Project meet water qualit y 
standards in the Canal, while reducing water releases from upstream reservoirs. 


FY2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA: Construction 

Estimated Federal Cost $23,000,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost $ 7,667,000 

Cash $ 0 

Other $ 7,667,000 

Total Estimated Cost $30,667,000 


Allocation thru 2008 $ 0 

Allocation for FY 2009 $ 0 

Allocation for FY 2010 $ 100,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 $ 22,900,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES: FY2010 funds will be used to develop Letter Report and Project 
Partnership Agreement. 


EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : To be determined. 

OTHER INFORMATION: $100,000 Federal funds have been appropriated for project initiation, 
which will b e utilized to prepare an d sign a Let ter Report a nd Project Partnership Agreement 
(PPA) in anticipation of future funding. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST: Garamendi (CA-10), McNerney (CA-11), Miller (CA-07) 


DISTRICT : San Francisco 
DATE: 11 January 2010 
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FACT SHEET 
CONSTRUCTION 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE : Environmental Infrastructure 

PROJECT NAME : Farmington Recharge Demonstration Program, California 

AUTHORIZATION : WRDA 99. P.L. 106-53, Sec. 502 (b)(f)(22) (amended Sec. 219 of WRDA 1992 (P.L. 
102-580)); WRDA 2007, P.L. 110-114, Sec. 5044 


LOCATION : Stockton metropolitan area and surrounding rural areas. 


DESCRIPTION : The p reject area in eludes Sto ckton met ropolitan and surrounding rural area s. 
Groundwater is San Joaquin County's primary water source. Groundwater aquifer levels have dropped as 
much as 100 feet over the past 40 years and saline intrusion from the San Joaquin/Sacramento Delta has 
worsened. A significant th reat to the S an Joaquin County economy exists if saline intrusion continues. 
The study determined that field floodin g within the defined recharge corridor was fou nd to b e the mo st 
cost effective method to recharge and reverse saline intrusion. 

FY 2010 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA: 

Estimated Federal Cost 
Estimated Non-Federal Cost 
Cash 
Other 

Total Estimated Cost 
Allocation thru FY 2008 
Allocation for FY 2009 
Allocation for FY 2010 
Balance to Complete after FY 2010 
Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 

1/ Includes $835,000 in Recovery Act Allocations to Date 


Construction 
$25,000,000 
$ 8,330,000 
$ 2,333,000 
$ 6,000,000 
$33,330,000 
$ 2,945,000 
$ 1 , 122,000 1 / 
$ 484,000 

$20,449,000 
N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Complete environmental impact statement (EIS) and initiate demonstration test at 
NW site. Complete EIS a nd initiate/complete design for three a dditional construction phases to in elude 
replacement of one mile of currently existing pi peline, placement of 25 banked surface water recovery 
wells and pipelines, and development of groundwater recharge facilities on a 226-acre lot, 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE: 2015 


OTHER INFORMATION: WRDA 1999 Section 502, Environmental Infrastructure, authorized the Corps to 
provide technical, planning, design and construction assistance to Stockton East Water District (SEWD) 
associated with groundwater recharge and conjunctive use projects in the SEWD, CA. Congress added 
funds in fi seal years 200 2, 2003, 20 04, 2005, 2008 and 20 09. Langua ge contained in WRDA 20 07 
provided for credit of sponsor in-kind work. Section 219/502 Environmental Infrastructure projects are not 
included in the budget due to budget priorities and constraints. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : McClintock (CA-4); McNerney (CA-1 1); Cardoza (CA-18); Senators 
Boxer and Feinstein 

DISTRICT: Sacramento 


DATE: 11 January 2010 
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FACT SHEET 
CONSTRUCTION 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE: Environmental Infrastructure 

PROJECT NAME: Harbor/South Bay Water Recycling, California 

AUTHORIZATION: WRDA 1 992, Sec 21 9(f) as amended by WRDA 1 999, Sec 502(b) & amended by 
Consolidated Appropriations Act of 2001, Sec 108(c)(6), WRDA 2002 Sec 219(c) 

LOCATION: The proje ct area i s located in the South Bay area of L os Angel es County, CA, 
encompassing citie s of L os An geles, Compton, Ca rson, Gardena, Ingle wood, Ha wthorne, Torran ce, 
Redondo Beach, Palos Verdes, Rolling Hills, and Rancho Verdes Estates. 


DESCRIPTION: The pro ject is pa rt of the West Basin Muni cipal Water District’s recycled wate r 
distribution system expansion which will serve recycled waste water to numerous local cities. The project 
includes the design and construction of 30 miles of recycled water pipeline and distribution facilities, 

FY2010 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA: 
Estimated Federal Cost 
Estimated Non-Federal Cost 
Cash 
Other 

Total Estimated Cost 


Construction 
$ 35,000,000 
$ 11,700,000 
$ 11,700,000 
$ 0 
$ 46,700,000 


Allocation thru 2008 
Allocation for FY 2009 
Allocation for FY 2010 
Balance to Complete after FY 2010 
Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 

1/ Includes $5,129,000 in Recovery Act Allocations To Date 


$ 22,975,000 
$ 8 , 000,000 1 / 
$ 484,000 

$ 3,541,000 
N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES: Complete construction for Anza Lateral Phase II, Mariposa Late ral, and Lateral 7 
(Dominguez Lateral) Phase I. Award cons truction contracts tor Lateral 7 Ph ase II, Carson Mall Lateral, 
and the Pump Station, 


EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE: Cons truction for Anz a Lateral Phas e II, 
Mariposa Lateral, and Lateral 7 (Dominguez Lateral) Phase I will be completed by Sep 2010. 

OTHER INFORMATION: Sponsor is working to raise the project authorization from $35M to $60M. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST: Roy bal-Allard (CA-34), Waters (CA-35), Harman (CA-36), Richardson 
(CA-3f), Sanchez (CA-3y), Kohrabacher (CA-46), Senator Feinstein 

DISTRICT : Los Angeles 

Date: 11 January 2010 
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FACT SHEET 
CONSTRUCTION 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS LINE: Environmental Infrastructure 

PROJECT NAME : Placer County Sub-Regional Wastewater Treatment, California 

AUTHORIZATION: Section 1 30 of the Energy and Water Development Appropriations Act, 

2003 


LOCATION : The project is located in Placer County, California. 

DESCRIPTION : This program will assist the non-Federal sponsor by reimbursing them the 
Federal share (75%) of their incurred wastewater project construction costs. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 
Estimated Federal Cost 
Estimated Non-Federal Cost 
Cash 
Other 

Total Estimated Cost 


FY 2010 
Construction 

f32;ooo;ooo 

$10,667,000 
$10,667,000 
$ 0 
$42,667,000 


Allocation thru FY 2008 $2,916,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 $ 957,000 

Allocation for FY 2010 $ 921,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 $27,206,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Corps is working with the sponsor to review design contract proposals 
and subsequent designs provided by chosen contractors on Sewer Maintenance District (SMD) 
1 for gravity pipeline, forcing mains and pump station construction and SMD3 for wastewater 
treatment plant decommissioning and installation of pipeline and pump station. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE: The non-Federal sponsor has 
authority to be reimbursed $32,O0O,OOO for their Placer Sub-Regional Construction costs. This 
may take up to FY 2013 depending on receipt of yearly appropriations. 

OTHER INFORMATION : The Corps is authorized to reimburse the sponsor for incurred design 
and construction costs. The Corps may also provide design and construction assistance in lieu 
of reimbursement. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST: McClintock (CA-4) 


DISTRICT : Sacramento 
DATE: 11 January 2010 
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FACT SHEET 
CONSTRUCTION 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE : Environmental Infrastructure 
PROJECT NAME : Rural Nevada, NV 

AUTHORIZATION: WRDA 1999 (P.L. 106-53), Sec. 595; as amended by Sec. 104 of H.J. 
Resolution 2 an JWRDA 2007 (P. L. 110-114), Sec. 5067 


LOCATION: Communities within the state of Nevada that meet program criteria. 


DESCRIPTION: Water Resources Development Act of 1999, Section 595, provides for design 
and construction assistance for water supply, wastewater treatment, environmental restoration, 
and surface water protection in rural Nevada. Projects are to be cost shared 75% Federal and 


25% non-Federal. 

FY 2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA: Construction 

Estimated Federal Cost $15O,0o0,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost $ 50,000,000 

Cash $ 50,000,000 

Other 0 

Total Estimated Cost $200,000,000 


Allocations thru FY 2008 
Allocations for FY 2009 
Allocation for FY 2010 
Balance to Complete after FY 2010 
Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 

1/ Includes $11 ,238,000 in Recovery Act Allocations to Date 


$ 72,873,000 
$ 29,238,000 1/ 
$ 15,000,000 
$ 32,889,000 
N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES: Provide reimbursement to existing Project Partnership Agreements 
(PPAs) to Incline Village, Boulder City, Virgin Valley Water District, Mesquite, Douglas County 
Sewer Improvement District, Austin, Virginia City, Carson City, Yerington, Battle Mountain, West 
Wendover, and North Lemmon Valley. Execute new PPAs for design and construction for 
Spanish Springs, Churchill County Water, and Lyon County. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE: The current Program limit of $1 50M 
should be reached by 2013. No new agreements will be able to be signed after 2010. 


OTHER INFORMATION: WRDA 2007 increased the total Federal program limit to 
$150,000,000. 


CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST: Berkley (NV-I); Heller (NV-2); Titus (NV-3); Senators Reid and 
Ensign 


DISTRICT: Sacramento and Los Angeles 
DATE: 11 January 2010 
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FACT SHEET 
CONSTRUCTION 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE: Environmental Infrastructure 
PROJECT NAME: Rural Utah. UT 

AUTHORIZATION: EWDAA2010 (P.L. 111-85), Sec, 112; WRDA 2007 (P.L 110-114), Sec. 5067; 
WRDS W (PI.' 106-53), Sec. 595, as amended by EWDAA 2004 (P.L, 108-137), Sec. 117 

LOCATION: Various communities within the State of Utah that meet program criteria. 


DESCRIPTION: The Rural Utah 595 Water Program is providing, or has provided in the past, significant 
financial a ssistance to a total of 21 rural communities in Utah with critical wate rand wastewater 
infrastructure improvements. Over 4 dozen additional commu nities have also contacted the Corps with 
regard to funding their critical water infrastructure projects. Projects are to be cost shared 75% Federal 
and 25% non-federal. The total program is limited to $100M for Rural UT, The Federal share is in the form 
of reimbursements. 


FY2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA: 

Estimated Federal Cost 
Estimated Non-Federal Cost 
Cash 
Other 

Total Estimated Cost 

Allocations thru FY 2008 
Allocations for FY 2009 
Allocation for FY 2010 
Balance to Complete after FY 2010 
Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 

1/ Includes $3,000,000 in Recovery 

FY 2010 ACTIVITIES: Funds are being used to execute new Project Partnership Agreements (PPA) for 
Kane, Whiterocks, Roosevelt, Mt Pleasant, Duche sne, Ephraim, Ced arview, Emery Town, Eure ka, and 
San Juan County and to continue re imbursements on existing PPAs. AR RA funds are being used to 
continue reimbursements on existing PPAs. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE: The current Program limit of $100,000,000 
should be reached by 2013. 

OTHER INFORMATION: The previous Utah 595 Program authorization was $50,000,000. EWDAA 2010 
increased program authorization to $100,000,000. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST: Bishop (UT-1); Matheson (UT-2): Chaffetz (UT-3); Senators Bennett and 
Hatch 

DISTRICT: Sacramento 
DATE: 11 January 2010 


Construction 
$ 100 , 000:000 
$ 33,300,000 
$ 33,300,000 
0 

$133,300,000 

$ 19,188,000 
$21,000,000 1/ 
$ 20,000,000 
$39,812,000 
N/A 

Act Allocations to date. 
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FACT SHEET 
CONSTRUCTION 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS LINE : Environmental infrastructure 

PROJECT NAME : San Francisco, California 

AUTHORIZATION : WRDA 2007, P, L. 110-114, § 5051, 121 Stat. 1041 

LOCATION: The project is located in San Francisco, California on the industrial waterfront of 
San Francisco Bay. 

DESCRIPTION: The San Francisco project includes the repair and removal, as appropriate, of 
Riers 30-32 , 35, 36, 7 0 (includ ing Wharves 7 and 8), an d 80 in Sa n Francisco , California, 
substantially in accordance with the Port's redevelopment plan. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA: 
Estimated Federal Cost 
Estimated Non-Federal Cost 
Cash 
Other 

Total Estimated Cost 


FY 2010 
Construction 
$25,000,000 
$13,461,538 
$13,461,538 
$ 0 
$38,461,538 


Allocation thru 2008 $ 0 

Allocation for FY 2009 $ 1 00,000 

Allocation for FY 2010 $ 4,700,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 201 0 $20,200,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Complete the Letter Report and execute a non-Model Design an d 
Construction Project Partnership Agreement ( PPA). Once the agreement is execute the Corps 
will complete the review of the non-Federal sponsors’ designs and initiate environmental studies 
for NEPA compliance. 


EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : TBD. 

OTHER INF ORMATION: The fundin g for FY10 is for the removal of Pi er 36. Demolition and 
abatement contract will be awarded in January 2011. Construction of Pier 36 will be completed 
in June 2011. 


CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST: Pelosi {CA-08); Senator Feinstein and Boxer 


DISTRICT : San Francisco 
DATE: 11 January 2010 
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FACT SHEET 
CONSTRUCTION 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE : Environmental Infrastructure 

PROJECT NAME : San Ramon Valley Recycled Water Project, California 

AUTHORIZATION : WRDA 1999, P. L. 106-53, § 502 (b), 113 Stat. 269, 334-37 (1999). 

LOCATION: Project is located in the San Ramon Valley, Contra Costa & Alameda Counties, 
approximately 25 miles east of San Francisco. It runs from Danville south to Dublin. 


DESCRIPTION: The total final project in eludes design & construction of 8 pump stations, 8 
storage reservoirs, & 1 35 miles of pipeline. The Corp s will assist with the design and 

construction manageme nt of one pump station & 6,500 feet of pipelin e for Phase 1 , and an 
additional 1 0-1 3 miles of distributio n pipeline f or Phases 2, 3 and 4, planned for construction 
start in FY10. The project will provide approximately 8,200-acre feet of recycled water annually 
for landscape irrigation & conserve high quality drinking water for 12,000 families. 


FY2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA: Construction 

Estimated Federal Cost $15,000,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost $ 5,000,000 

Cash $ 5,000,000 

Other 0 

Total Estimated Cost $20,000,000 


Allocation thru 2008 $ 8,023,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 $ 6,348,0001/ 

Allocation for FY 2010 $ 170,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 $ 459,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% N/A 


1/ Includes $3,477,000 in Recovery Act Allocations thru 31 December 2009. 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES: Complete design, plans and specifications for Phases 2, 3 & 4, and 
award construction contract including ARRA funds. Construction for this last contract will start in 
March 2010. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE: FY 2012. 


OTHER INFORMATION: None. 


CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST: Miller (CA-07). Lee (CA-09), Gara mendi (CA-10 ), McNemey 
(CA-1 1 ); Senators Feinstein and Boxer 


DISTRICT: San Francisco 


DATE: 11 January 2010 
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FACT SHEET 
CONSTRUCTION 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS LINE: Environment Infrastructure 

PROJECT NAME: Tahoe Basin Restoration, California & Nevada 

AUTHORIZATION: Section 108, Title I, Division C of the Consolidated Appropriations Act, 

2005, (H. R, 4818) 

LOCATION: The project is the Lake Tahoe Basin watershed in the Sierra Nevada Mountains 
straddling the border of California and Nevada. The basin is approximately 100 miles northeast 
of Sacramento, CA and 50 miles southwest of Reno, NV. 

DESCRIPTION: Lake Tahoe is a valuable environmental national resource. Habitats have been 
substantially altered through development and constructio n activities resulting in significa nt 
losses in water quality and ecosystem diversity. The 2005 Consolida ted Appropriations Act 
includes language creating a new program to prov ide environmental assistance to n on-Federal 
interests in the Lake Tahoe Basin. Assistance under this section maybe in the form of planning, 
design, and construction assistance for water related environmental infrastructure and resource 
protection a nd development projects including urban storm-water conveyance, treatment and 
related facilities; watershed plannin g, scien ce and research; environmental restor ation; and 
surface water resources protection and development. 


FY2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA: Construction 

Estimated Federal Cost $25,000, OOO 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost $ 8,300,000 

Cash $ 8,300,000 

Other 0 

Total Estimated Cost $33,300,000 

Allocation thru FY 2008 $10,433,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 $ 3,000,000 

Allocation for FY 2010 $ 3,000,000 

Balance to Complete After FY 2010 $ 8,567,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% N/A 


ACTIVITIES FOR FY20 10: Continue restoration of Angora fire area. Lake Fore st Meadow, 
Upper Truckee River, Bl ackwood Creek, Incline Creek, Third Creek, and North Canyon Creek; 
continue aquatic invasive species management; continue urban storm-water master plans. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE: FY 201 5 
OTHER INFORMATION: None. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST: Heller {NV-2); McClintock (CA-4); Matsui (CA-5); Senators 
Boxer and Feinstein (CA); Reid and Ensign (NV) 

DISTRICT: Sacramento 

DATE: 11 January 2010 
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FACT SHEET 
INVESTIGATIONS 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE : Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 

STUDY NAME : Abilene, Texas (Brazos River Basin) 

AUTHORIZATION : Senate Resolutions dated 12 Aug 1954 and 31 Jul 2007 

LOCATION : The study area is located along Elm Creek in and around the city of Abilene, 

Taylor County, Texas. 

DESCRIPTION : The study is a reassessme nt of a previously uncompleted cost-shared 
feasibility study conducted by the Corps of Eng ineers in 1 991. Current feasibility studies are 
being undertaken using state-of-the-art technologies to accurately define a highly compi ex 
flooding problem impacting most of the city of Abilene. The following step will be to formulate a 
plan that be st meets th e study obje ctives. It is anticipated that the recommended plan will be 
similar to the FY 1991 plan and may include a combination of detention, diversion, and channel 
modifications along Elm Creek. 



FY2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 


Studv 

Estimated Federal Cost 

$ 

1,191,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost $ 


1,191,000 

Cash 

$ 

883,000 

Other 

$ 

308,000 

Total Estimated Cost $ 


2,382,000 

Allocation thru FY 2008 

$ 

507,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 

$ 

163,000 

Allocation for FY 2010 

$ 

175,000 

Recovery Act Allocations to Date 

$ 

0 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 

$ 

346,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio (a) 7% ( %) 


N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES: Funds ar e being used to comp lete plan formulation, prepare the 
Alternative Formulation Briefing, and perform the Agency Technical Review. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : May 2012. 

OTHER INFORMATION : None 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Neugebauer, TX-19 

DISTRICT: Fort Worth 
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FACT SHEET 
INVESTIGATIONS 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS LINE : Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 

PROJECT NAME: Buffalo Bayou and Tributaries, Main Stem (Houston), Texas. 

AUTHORIZATION : Section 21 1 (f) of the WRDA 1996, (as amended) 

LOCATION : Buffalo Bayou and Tributaries (Main Stem) is located entirely within the city limits of 
Houston, Texas. The study area includes 32 miles of channel extending from the Houston Ship 
Channel Turning Basin upstream through the business district of Houston to Barker Dam. 

DESCRIPTION : The primary purpo se of the study is to pr event frequent flooding of busine ss 
and residential properties along the Bayou and its tributaries, to include considering Ecosystem 
Restoration alternatives. 


FY 2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA: PEP 

Estimated Federal Cost $ 4,965,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 1,655,000 

Cash (1,655,000) 

Other (0) 

Total Estimated Study Cost $6,620,000 

Allocation thru FY 2008 $12,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 96,000 

Allocation for FY 201 0 $90,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 201 0 $4,767,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ (7%) N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : This project is being conducted under 21 1(f) of WRDA 1996. FY10 funds 
will be used for oversight and coordinati on of non-Federal act ivities for t he General 
Reevaluation Report, which inclu des initiatin g the comp onent identification and evaluations. 
Agency Technical Review (ATR) action for the Without Project Condition continues. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : The earlie st attainable completion 
FY for the phase is August 2018. 


OTHER INFORMATION : Congressional interest in this project has increased since Tropical 
Storm Allison hit the area in June 2001. Tropical Storm Allison caused significant flooding 
within the Houston, Texas area, which damaged an estimated 45,000 residences sustaining 
approximately $1.76 billion in damages. Approximately 1,656 businesses reported damages 
estimated at $1 .08 billion. HCFCD submitted the "Without Project Condition” report for ATR, 
October 2009. 


CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Senators Hutchison and Cornyn (TX); Representatives 
Culberson (TX-7) Jackson-Lee (TX-18) and Green, G. (TX-29) 

DISTRICT: Galveston 


1 February 2010 
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FACT SHEET 
INVESTIGATIONS 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS LINE : Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction. 

PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Grand Lake, Oklahoma. 

AUTHORIZATION : Section 449 of WRDA 2000. 

LOCATION : Grand Lake was constructed by the Grand River Dam Authority and become 
operational in 1941. The lake is located in the northeast comer of Oklahoma. 

DESCRIPTION : Reservoir purposes include hydroelectric power (operated by GRDA) and flood 
risk reduction (directed by the Corps). Other federal agencies acquired flood flowage 
easements surrounding the lake above elevation 750. Administrative jurisdiction of these flood 
flowage easements was transferred to the Corps in 1959. In response to increasing public 
concerns regarding flooding around portions of Grand Lake, Section 449 of WRDA 2000 
authorized the project which will utilize an adaptive management approach to identify cost 
effective flood risk reduction solutions. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 
Estimated Federal Cost $ 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 
Cash 
Other 

Total Estimated Cost $ 

Allocation thru (BY-2) FY 2008 
Allocation for (BY-1) FY 2009 
Allocation for FY 2010 
Balance to Complete after FY 2010 
Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% ( %) 

FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Completion of the project management plan (PMP) and the 
Reconnaissance phase portion of the project. Begin formulation of project alternatives. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : Earliest completion for current 
project phase is FY2013. 

OTHER INFORMATION : In accordance with the requirements of Section 449 of WRDA 2000, 
on 14 Sep 07 the ASA(CW) concurred with authorization of the project at full federal expense. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Senators Inhofe and Coburn, OK; Congressman Boren (OK- 
2), and Congresswoman Jenkins (KS-2). 

DISTRICT: Tulsa 


FY2010 
Study 
4,174,000 
$ 0 

$ 0 

$ 0 

4,174,000 

$ 411,000 
$ 182,000 
$ 90,000 

$3,491,000 


1 February 2010 
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FACT SHEET 
INVESTIGATIONS 
Enacted Studies 


BUSINESS LINE : Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 

STUDY NAME : May Branch, Fort Smith, Arkansas 

AUTHORIZATION : 8 November 2007, Section 1001(7) of WRDA 2007 

LOCATION : May Branch flows through a covered conduit within the city limits of Fort 
Smith into the Arkansas River. 

DESCRIPTION : Flooding causes an estimated $ 1,800,000 in average annual damages. 
The project would consist of 2.77-mile long open channel t o convey flo od waters fr om 
the May Branch Basin to the Arkansas River. The new channel alignment would require 
15 structure relocations, 5 rail and 9 road crossings, a nd a gated hydraulic con trol 
structure at the Fort Smith (Arkansa s River) Levee. The pr eject would nearly eliminate 
the flood damages expected to be caused by a 100-year event. 




FY2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 


PED 

Estimated Federal Cost $ 


1,980,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 

$ 

660,000 

Cash 

$ 

610,000 

Other 

$ 

50,000 

Total Estimated Cost $ 


2,640,000 

Allocation thru FY 2008 

$ 

107,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 

$ 

109,000 

Recovery Act Allocations to Date 

$ 

0 

Allocation for FY 2010 

$ 

179,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 

$ 

1,585,000 


Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% (0.80 to 1) 

FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : FY 2010 funds will be used to initiate 60% design. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : The earliest attainable 
completion for PED is FY 2012. 

OTHER INFORMATION : The design agreement was signed with the City of Fort Smith, 
Arkansas, the sponsor, on October 21, 2008. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Senators Lincoln and Pryor, AR: Representative 
Boozman, AR-3. 

DISTRICT: Little Rock 
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FACT SHEET 
INVESTIGATIONS 
Enacted Studies 

BUSINESS LINE : Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 
PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Pine Mountain Dam, Arkansas 
AUTHORIZATION : Flood Control Act of 1965 

LOCATION : The proje ct is located at mile 35.7 on Lee Creek, 1 2 miles north of the city of Va n 
Buren in Crawford County, Arkansas. 

DESCRIPTION : The project consists of the evaluati on of a water supply reservoir and other 
alternatives to meet the needs of the area. The potential reservoir would have a drainage basin 
of 168 square miles. Studies to complete a General Reevaluation Report (GRR) and 
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) have been initiated. 

FY 2010 
PEP 

9,478,000 
$ 0 
9,478,000 


Allocation thru FY 2008 $ 1,231,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 $ 478,000 

Recovery Act Allocations to Date $ 0 

Allocation for FY 2010 $ 381,000 

Balance to Complete after FY201 0 $ 7,388,000 


Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% (1 .10 to 1) 

FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : FY 2010 funds will be used to finish the yield an alysis on the Lake Fort 
Smith Basin, start a geological investigation for infiltration wells, develop and sere en 

alternatives, and determine the targ et yield for the new source of drinking water for the River 
Valley Regional Water District, 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : PED phase will be complete in FY 
2019. 

OTHER INFORMATION : In late October 2009, agency and public scoping meetings were held 
in Van Buren and Fayetteville. The public has expressed opposition to the Pine Mountain Dam 
alternative, but most of the comments were supportive of finding an alternative todrin king 
source if th e need for water exists. In FY2010, analysis on the “ no-action pi an” will be 
completed, which will determine the target water needs in 2070. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Senators Lincoln and Pryor, AR; Representative Boozma n, 
AR-3. 

DISTRICT: Little Rock 


1 February 2010 SWD - 11 
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Estimated Non-Federal Cost 
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FACT SHEET 
INVESTIGATIONS 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS LINE : Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 

STUDY : Rio Grande Basin, TX 

AUTHORIZATION : Water Resources Development Act (WRDA) of 1986, Section 729, as 
amended by WRDA 2000, Section 202, and House Resolution dated 21 May 2003 

LOCATION : The study is located along Chacon Creek, which is a tributary of the Rio Grande 
located in the eastern part of the city of Laredo, Texas. Chacon Creek originates north of Lake 
Casa Blanca and flows approximately five miles to the south and west where it empties into the 
Rio Grande. 


DESCRiPTION : The study would provide flood risk management and ecosystem restoration to 
the lands along Chacon Creek. Th e flood risk management component of the project consists 
of the permanent evacuation of houses predominantiy in the Villa Del Sol subdivision adjacent 
to Chacon Creek where residents have e xperienced frequent inundation. The ecosystem 
restoration component addresses t he loss of wetland habitats and vegetation brought on by 
additional water flowing into Chacon Creek due to increased urbanization 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 
Estimated Federal Cost 
Estimated Non-Federal Cost 
Cash 
Other 

Total Estimated Cost $ 


FY2010 

Study 

$ 1,059,000 
$ 892,000 
$ 750,000 
$ 142,000 
1,951,000 


Allocation thru FY 2008 
Allocation for FY 2009 
Allocation for FY 2010 
Recovery Act Allocations to Date 
Balance to Complete after FY 2010 
Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% ( %) 


$ 703,000 
$ 96,000 

$ 260,000 
$ 0 

$ 0 

N/A 


FY 201 0 ACTIVITIES : Funds are being used to complete the feasibility phase of the project, 
prepare the Detailed Project Report with Integrated Environmental Assessment, and draft a 
Chiefs Report. 


EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : September 201 0 


OTHER INFORMATION : No new start PED projects in the FY 201 1 President’s Budget. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Hinojosa, TX-15; Reyes, TX-16; Rodriguez. TX-23; Ortiz, TX- 
27 and Cuellar, TX-28. 


DISTRICT: Fort Worth 


1 February 2010 
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FACT SHEET 
INVESTIGATIONS 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS LINE : Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 

STUDY NAME : Upper Trinity River Basin, Texas 

AUTHORIZATION : Senate Resolution adopted 22 Apr 88 

LOCATION : The study area extends upstream from the confluence of the East Fork and the 
mainstem of the Trinity River, has a drainage area of approximately 7,873 square miles, and 
includes the Dallas/Fort Worth Metroplex in north central Texas. 

DESCRIPTION : Preliminary watershed-wide feasibility investigations identified 88 measures for 
more detailed study. Subsequently, seven interim feasibility studies (IFS) have been initiated 
with 1 1 cities, one county, and one special district to undertake more detailed studies for the 
purpose of addressing flood risk management, ecosystem restoration and recreation 
opportunities within these areas. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 
Estimated Federal Cost 
Estimated Non-Federal Cost $ 
Cash 
Other 

Total Estimated Cost $ 


FY2010 

Study 

$ 20,810,000 
20,000,000 
$ 10,625,000 
$ 9,375,000 
40,810,000 


Allocation thru FY 2008 
Allocation for FY 2009 
Allocation for FY 2010 
Recovery Act Allocations to Date 
Balance to Complete after FY 2010 
Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% ( %) 


$ 14,827,000 
$ 382,000 

$ 269,000 

$ 0 
$ 5,332,000 
N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : FY 2009 carryover and FY 2010 funds will be used to continue the Big 
Fossil Creek Watershed IFS and initiate a new interim feasibility study on the Village Creek 
Watershed by developing existing conditions for engineering, real estate, ecological and cultural 
resources, and hydrologic and hydraulic modeling. 


EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : September 2015 
OTHER INFORMATION : None 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Johnson, TX-3; Hall, TX-4; Hensarling, TX-5; Barton, TX -6; 
Granger, TX-12; Thom berry, TX-13; Edwards, TX -17; Neugebauer, TX-19; Marchant, TX-24; 
Burgess, TX-26; Johnson, TX-30, Sessions, TX-32 

DISTRICT: Fort Worth 


1 February 2010 
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3341 


FACT SHEET 
INVESTIGATIONS 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS LINE : Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 

PROJECT NAME: Buffalo Bayou and Tributaries, White Oak (Houston), Texas. 

AUTHORIZATION : Section 21 1(f) of the WRDA 1996, (Construction subject to ASA (CW) 
approval; Reimbursement for non-Federal work)). 

LOCATION : The study is located in Harris County, Houston, Texas. White Oak Bagu is a tributary 
channel to Buffalo Bayou and Tributaries, and is located within the city limits of Houston, Texas. 
The bayou originates northwest of FM 1960 and flows generally toward the southeast. Thetream 
extends approximately 26 miles to a terminus near State Highway 290. 

DESCRIPTION : The primary study area problem is frequent flooding of residential properties along 
White Oak Bayou, and its tributaries. A series of detention reservoirs ancfchannel adjustments in 
the upper reaches could facilitate drainage in the watershed. 


FY 2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA: FEASIBILITY 

Estimated Federal Cost $ 4,621,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 4,471,000 

Cash (4,471,000) 

Other (0) 

Total Estimated Study Cost $9,092,000 

Allocation thru FY 2008 $925,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 96,000 

Allocation for FY 201 0 90,000 

Balance to complete After FY 201 0 $3,51 0,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ (7%) N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : FY 2009 carry-in fundsare being used to provide coordination and oversight 
of work performed by the non-Federal Sponsor, Harris County Flood ContrdDistrict to complete the 
General Reevaluation Report (GRR). The Alternative Formulation Briefing is scheduled for late 
summer pending HCFCD resolution of Agency Technical review comments, 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PH/6E : The earliest attainable completion of the 
GRR ready for HQ review is FY 201 1 (August 11). 

OTHER INFORMATION : Section 21 1(f) of WRDA 96 authorizes non-Federal interests to plan, 
design, and construct, and be reimbursed for flood contrbprojects up to theFederal share of costs 
for the work accomplished. The non-Federal Sponsor is Harris County Flood control District. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Senators Hutchison and Comyn (T>); Representatives Culberson 
(TX-7), A. Green (TX-9), Jackson-Lee (TX-18), and G. Green (TX-29) 

DISTRICT: Galveston 


1 February 2010 


SWD-14 


54862B 



3342 


CONSTRUCTION 


1 February 2010 
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FACT SHEET 
CONSTRUCTION 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE : Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 
PROJECT NAME : Central City, Fort Worth, Upper Trinity River Basin, TX 
AUTHORIZATION : PL 108-447, Sec 116 

LOCATION : The project area is located in the northern portion of downtown Fort Worth, Texas 
along the T rinity River and tributaries within the Upper Trinity River Basin. 

DESCRIPTION : The Corps component of the Central City project constructs a bypass channel 
and appurtenant structu res to contr ol flood flo ws along the Clear Fork and West Fork of the 
Trinity River. The project restores t he design level of flood protection to the existing levee and 
channel system by realigning the river, adding closure gates and constructing a dam within the 
channel. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 
Estimated Federal Cost 
Estimated Non-Federal Cost $ 
Cash 
Other 

Total Estimated Cost $ 


FY2010 
Construction 
$ 110 , 000,000 
110 , 000,000 
$ 46,000,000 
$ 64,000,000 
220 , 000,000 


Allocation thru 2008 
Allocation for FY 2009 
Allocation for FY 2010 
Recovery Act Allocations to Date 
Balance to Complete after FY 2010 
Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% ( %) 


$ 15,952,000 
$ 6,000,000 
$ 6,782,000 

$ 0 
$ 81,266,000 
N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : FY 2010 funds will be used to award preliminary design contracts for the 
bypass channel, gates and Site A and Riverside Park storage mitigations, in addition to fully 
funding construction contracts for t he hydraulic mitigation sites at Samuels Avenue South and 
Ham Branch. 


EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : September 2021 

OTHER INFORMATION : Concurrent Federal funding streams for the bypass channel design by 
the Corps and the bridge design by Federal Highway Ad ministration are needed to prohibit 
adverse impacts to the overall schedule for the Trinity River Vision plan. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Granger, TX-1 2 and Burgess, TX-24 

DISTRICT: Fort Worth 


1 February 2010 
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FACT SHEET 
CONSTRUCTION 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS LINE : Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 
PROJECT NAME : Clear Creek, Texas 
AUTHORIZATION : Flood Control Act of 1968 

LOCATION : The project is located in Harris, Galveston and Brazoria Counties, Texas, 

DESCRIPTION : The authorized project consists of approximately 15.3 miles of channel enlargement and 
bends easing, more stringent regulations restricting development of the 100-year floodplain, and a 
second outlet channel with a gated structure between Clear Lake and Galveston Bay. The local sponsors 
are the Harris County Flood Control District (acting for Harris County), Galveston County and, for the 
General Reevaluation Report and Environmental Impact Statement (GRR), Brazoria Drainage District 
No.4. 



FY2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 

Construction ’ 

Estimated Federal Cost 

$ 112,920,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 

$ 64,690,000 

Cash 

$ 8,880,000 

Other 

$ 55,810,000 

Total Estimated Cost 

$ 177,610,000 

Allocation thru FY 2008 

$ 33,134,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 

$ 478,000 

Allocation for FY 2010 

$ 1,211,000 

Recovery Act Allocations to Date 

$ 0 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% (1.0) 

$ 78,097,000 


•Based on the original authorized estimate, updated to 1 Oct 09 prices. 

FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : FY 2010 activities include revising the GRR to incorporate comments received 
during the Agency Technical Review (ATR), the Independent External Peer Review (lEPR) and the 
Alternative Formulation Briefing (AFB) that were conducted in FY2009. Once revised, the GRR will go 
through a second round of the above mentioned reviews. In addition, certification of the environmental 
model and the Value Engineering Report will be completed. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : The earliest attainable completion date for 
construction of the project is 1®' quarter of FY 2023. 

OTHER INFORMATION : Con struction of the proje ct wa s sto pped in 1 99 7 a s local citi zens g roups n o 
longer supported the authorized plan. Since then, the Corps and Harris County Flood Control District 
have been working to reformulate the project to eliminate induced flooding issues caused by the original 
project, and t o red uce the environ mental impa cts from co nstruction of the p reject. The upstream an d 
downstream intere sts are diametrically opposed. Upstream i nterests see k flood reli ef, while the 
downstream interests do not want any flood damage reduction features to bring additional water into the 
Clear Lake area. The General Reevaluation Report (GRR) is ongoing, 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Senators Cornyn and Hutchison (TX); Cong ressmen Al G reen (TX-9) 
Olson (TX-22) and Paul (TX-14) 

DISTRICT: Galveston 


1 February 2010 
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FACT SHEET 
CONSTRUCTION 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS LINE : Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 

PROJECT NAME : Dallas Floodway Extension, Trinity River Project, TX 

AUTHORIZATION : RHA 65 (Flood Risk Management); WRDA 96, Sec 351 (credits); WRDA 
99, Sec 356 (ecosystem restoration and recreation) 

LOCATION ; The project area is located directly south of the Central Business District in 
metropolitan Dallas, Dallas County, Texas. 

DESCRIPTION : The project consists of a 3.7 mile long Chain of Wetlands, two SPF levees, 
123 acres of wetlands for ecosystem restoration, realignment of the Trinity River at IH-45, 31 
miles of linear recreation and 1 , 1 79 acres of mitigation. 



FY2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 

Construction 

Estimated Federal Cost 

$ 262,070,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost $ 

159,885,000 

Cash 

$ 20,500,000 

Other 

$ 139,385,000 

Total Estimated Cost $ 

421,955,000 

Allocation thru FY 2008 

$ 79,593,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 

$ 13,000,000 

Allocation for FY 2010 

$ 12,594,000 

Recovery Act Allocations to Date 

$ 0 

Balance to Complete after (BY) 

$ 156,883,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% (2.0%) 

0.8 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Funds are being used to complete the establishment of native riparian 
grasslands surrounding the Lower Chain of Wetlands; continue development of the wetlands; 
award a contract for the design of the Lamar Street Levee; award a contract for the design of 
the Cadillac Heights Levee; award a contract for the design of the Rochester Park Levee; and 
complete design of the Upper Chain of Wetlands. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : September 2016 

OTHER INFORMATION : Project Cost Estimate has increased from $210,508,000 to 
$421,955,000, primarily due to the following reasons; (1) Land Costs were grossly 
underestimated in the original estimate, (2) Design and construction costs for the levees have 
significantly increased due to design criteria changes and newly discovered foundation 
concerns, and (3) Excavated material from the proposed wetlands was deemed to be 
unsuitable for levee construction, due to lead contamination. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : TX-30, Johnson 

DISTRICT: Fort Worth 


1 February 2010 SWD-18 
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FACT SHEET 
CONSTRUCTION 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE : Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 
PROJECT NAME : Graham, TX (Brazos River Basin) 

AUTHORIZATION : WRDA 99, Sec 101 (a)(30) 

LOCATION : City of Graham, Young County, Texas. 

DESCRIPTION : The project consists of a buy-out of 1 13 structures, mostly residential; creation 
of a local trail system connecting t wo existing park areas for recreation; installat ion of a flood 
warning system estimated to provide a 1 2-hour warning time; and, ecosystem restoration of 129 
acres. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 

FY2010 

Construction 

Estimated Federal Cost 

$ 

10,031,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 

$ 

5,401,000 

Cash 

$ 

704,000 

Other 

$ 

4,497,000 

Total Estimated Cost $ 


15,432,000 

Allocation thru FY 2008 

$ 

2,075,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 

$ 

0 

Allocation for FY 2010 

$ 

484,000 

Recovery Act Allocations to Date 

$ 

0 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 

$ 

7,472,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 


1.5 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES: Funds are being used to continue real estate acquisition an d demolition 
of residential structures. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : September 2013 
OTHER INFORMATION : None 
CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Neugebauer, TX-19 
DISTRICT: Fort Worth 


1 February 2010 
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FACT SHEET 
CONSTRUCTION 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE : Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 
PROJECT NAME : Hunting Bayou, Texas 

AUTHORIZATION : Section 101(a)21 of WRDA 1990 (Part of Buffalo Bayou and Tributaries); 
and Section211 (f)(7) of WRDA 1996 (Reimburse sponsor). 


LOCATION : This project is located in North East Central Houston, Texas within Harris County. 


DESCRIPTION : The authorized project consists of 14.3 miles of stream improvements, in line 
and off line detention basins, recreation trails, picnic facilities, parking areas, and a comfort 
station. The project will reduce the number of structures subject to the 100 year storm event 
from 7,000 to 1 ,400. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 
Estimated Federal Cost $ 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost $ 

Cash 
Other 

Total Estimated Cost $ 


FY2010 

Construction 

104.093.000 
88,007,000 

$ 88,007,000 
$ 0 

192.100.000 


Allocation thru FY 2008 
Allocation for FY 2009 
Allocation for FY 2010 
Recovery Act Allocations to Date 
Balance to Complete after FY 2010 
Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% (9.1%) 


$ 1,335,000 

$ 0 

$ 100,000 

$ 0 

$ 102,658,000 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : FY 2010 activities include feasibility scoping meeting and continued 
oversight of GRR. 


EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : Obtain ASA(CW) approval by 
Summer 2012 of the GRR. 


OTHER INFORMATION : Section 21 1 of WRDA 96 authorized non-Federal interests to plan, 
design, and construct Federal flood control projects, and after approval of the GRR by ASA(CW) 
be reimbursed up to the Federal share of costs for the work accomplished. The non-Federal 
sponsor is Harris County Flood Control District (HCFCD). 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Senators Hutchison an d Cornyn (TX ), and Representatives 
Jackson-Lee (TX-18), Culberson (TX-7) and G. Green (TX-29). 

DISTRICT: Galveston 


1 February 2010 
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FACT SHEET 
CONSTRUCTION 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS LINE : Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 

PROJECT NAME : Sims Bayou, Texas 

AUTHORIZATION : WRDA 1986, amended by Energy and Water Appropriations Act of 1990, 
modified by WRDA of 1 992. 

LOCATION : This project is located in south central Houston, Texas within Harris County. 

DESCRIPTION : This project provides flood damage reduction for a 25-year frequency flood. 
The project consists of 19.3 miles of channel improvements and erosion control with 
environmental quality measures and recreational features. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 
Estimated Federal Cost $ 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost $ 

Cash 

Other $ 

Total Estimated Cost $ 

Allocation thru FY 2008 
Allocation for FY 2009 
Allocation for FY 2010 
Recovery Act Allocations to Date 
Balance to Complete after FY 2010 
Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% (8.5%) 

1/ Includes $5,000,000 Supplemental 
2/ Includes $1,000,000 Supplemental 
3/ Includes $13,300,000 Recovery Act Funds to be received in FY10 
4/ Balance to complete is for the Recreation Feature 

FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : FY 2010 activities include to close out tree planting at Reach 6 and 7a, 
channel improvement at Reach 7a; continue construction on Reach 7b, Reach 8a, sediment 
removal and MLK Plug removal; award and start construction of reach 8b (So. Post Oak to 
Croquet). 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : FY2010 

OTHER INFORMATION : The Local Sponsor is Harris County Flood Control District. The 
project is 78% complete. Current budget guidance precludes execution of the Recreation PCA 
with the City of Houston until funds are included in the Corps budget or specifically appropriated 
by Congress for the project recreation features. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Senators Hutchison an d Cornyn (TX ), and Representatives 
Paul (TX-14), Olson (TX-22), and Edwards (TX-17). 

DISTRICT: Galveston 


FY 2010 
Construction 

287.192.000 

127.253.000 
$ 24,304,000 

102.949.000 

414.445.000 

$221,011,0001/ 
$ 20,426,000 2/ 
$ 20,736,000 
$ 21,039,000 3/ 
$ 3.980,000 4/ 
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CONTINUING 
AUTHORITIES PROGRAM 
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SWD - 22 


54862B 



3350 


FACT SHEET 
CONSTRUCTION 

CONTINUING AUTHORITIES PROGRAM (CAP) 

Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS LINE : Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 

PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Adams Creek, Wagoner, OK, 

AUTHORIZATION : Section 205, Flood Control Act of 1948, as amended (CAP - Small Flood 
Control) 

LOCATION : Adams Creek is located in Wagoner County, about 20 miles southeast of Tulsa, 
OK. 

DESCRIPTION : Flooding problems associated with this watershed are over bank flows 
exceeding the limited channel capacity on Adams Creek on the average of once every 2 to 5 
years. A feasibility study would determine if a viable solution to reducing flood damages could 
be implemented. Wagoner County, OK would be the non-Federal sponsor. 


FY2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA Feasibility 

Estimated Federal Cost $ 350,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost $ 250,000 

Cash $ 230,000 

Other $ 20,000 

Total Estimated Cost $ 600,000 

Allocation thru (BY-2) FY 2008 $ 0 

Allocation for (BY-1) FY 2009 $ 0 

Recovery Act Allocations to Date $ 0 

Allocation for FY 2010 $ 90,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 201 0 $ 260,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% n/a 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Funds in the amount of $90,000 will be used to initiate a preliminary 
assessment of the potential project to determine if a viable solution to reducing flood damages 
could be implemented within existing Federal authorities. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : FY2012, 

OTHER INFORMATION : Typical Corps alternatives used for flood control purposes would 
include structural measures such as levees, channelization and upstream floodwater detention 
structures. Non-structural measures such as floodplain acquisition and early warning systems 
would also be explored. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Senators Inhofe & Cobum, OK; Congressman Sullivan, OK-1. 
DISTRICT: Tulsa 


1 February 2010 
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FACT SHEET 
CONSTRUCTION 

CONTINUING AUTHORITIES PROGRAM 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS LINE : Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 

PROJECT NAME : Cienegas Creek, Del Rio, TX 

AUTHORIZATION : Flood Control Act of 1948 (Public Law 80-858), Section 205, as amended 

LOCATION : The city of Del Rio, Texas, is located in Val Verde Coun ty, approximately 152 
miles west of San Antonio, Texas, on the border with Mexico. The Ca ntu Branch watershed is 
located entirely within the Val Verde County limits and partially within the city of Del Rio. Cantu 
Branch is a major tributary of Cienegas Creek, which is a minor tributary of the Rio Grande 
River, below Amistad Dam. The headwaters of Cantu Branch are located about 6 miles north of 
downtown Del Rio and the stream flows in a generally southwesterly direction. 

DESCRIPTION : Preliminary formul ation indicated Federal interest and economic justificat ion 
for a recommended plan that in eluded various features like diversion berms in reach one, buy- 
out of structures in reach two, and channel modification in reach three. The non-Federal 
sponsor is Val Verde County in cooperation with the city of Del Rio. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 

FY2010 

Construction 

Estimated Federal Cost 

$ 

4,484,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 

$ 

2,490,000 

Cash 

$ 

1,640,000 

Other 

$ 

850,000 

Total Estimated Cost 

$ 

6,974,000 

Allocation thru FY 2008 

$ 

382,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 

$ 

0 

Allocation for FY 2010 

$ 

50,000 

Recovery Act Allocations to Date 

$ 

0 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 

$ 

4,052,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio O! 7% ( %) 


N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES: Activities include up dating curr ent conditio ns and re- evaluation of 
alternatives prior to completing plan formulation and finalizin g the Detailed Project Report. FY 
2010 funds will be used to draft and negotiate a Project Partnership Agreement. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPL ETION FY F OR P HASE : Scheduled completion dates for 
feasibility is March of 2011 and for construction, is May 2015. 

OTHER INFORMATION : None 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Rodriguez, TX-23 

DISTRICT: Fort Worth 
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FACT SHEET 
CONSTRUCTION 

CONTINUING AUTHORITIES PROGRAM 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS LINE : Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 

PROJECT NAME : Colorado River at Caldwell Lane, Travis County, TX 

AUTHORIZATION : Flood Control Act of 1946 (Public Law 79-526), Section 14, as amended 

LOCATION : The study area is lo cated north of the town of Garfield in southea stern Travis 
County, ap proximately 12 miles southeast of Austin, TX. The erosion is occurring along a 
2,000-foot reach of the Colorado River within a moderate bend. 


DESCRIPTION : The erosion and subsequen t slope fa ilure is caused by the continuou s 
undercutting of the ban k toe alon g the river ch annel in an area where there is an insufficie nt 
base to sup port the upper portion of the bank. This slope failure is furt her exacerbated when 
the top of t he bank becomes saturated. The erosion has left a 30- 1 o 40-foot nearly vertica I 
bank, void of vegetation, over an approximate 1 , 000-foot reach. At it s narrowest point, the top 
of the bank i s less than 10 feet from the water supply facility owned and operated by the city of 
Garfield and less than 50-feet from the edge of Caldwell Lane, which provides the only access 
for a residential subdivision. The non-Federal sponsor is Travis County. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 
Estimated Federal Cost 
Estimated Non-Federal Cost 
Cash 
Other 

Total Estimated Cost 


FY2010 
Construction 
$ 1,500,000 

$ 490,000 

$ 490,000 

$ 0 

$ 1,990,000 


Allocation thru FY 2008 
Allocation for FY 2009 
Allocation for FY 2010 
Recovery Act Allocations to Date 
Balance to Complete after FY 2010 
Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% ( %) 


$ 150,000 

$ 5,000 

$ 110,000 

$ 0 

$ 1,235,000 

N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES: Funds will be used to execute the Project Partnership Agreement and 
complete detailed design. 


EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : The scheduled completion date for 
design and implementation is May 2012. 


OTHER INFORMATION : None 
CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Doggett, TX-25 


DISTRICT: Fort Worth 


1 February 2010 
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FACT SHEET 
CONSTRUCTION 

CONTINUING AUTHORITIES PROGRAM (CAP) 

Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS LINE : Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 

PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Coweta, OK. 

AUTHORIZATION : Section 205, Flood Control Act of 1948, as amended (CAP - Small Flood 
Control) 

LOCATION : The town of Coweta, OK. is located in Wagoner County, about 30 miles southeast of 
Tulsa, Oklahoma, 

DESCRIPTION : Flooding problems associated with this watershed are over bank flows 
exceeding the limited channel capacity on Coweta Creek on the average of once every 2 to 5 
years. A feasibility study would determine if a viable solution to reducing flood damages could 
be implemented. The town of Coweta would be the non-Federal sponsor. 


FY2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA Feasibility 

Estimated Federal Cost $ 350,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost $ 250,000 

Cash $ 230,000 

Other $ 20,000 

Total Estimated Cost $ 600,000 

Allocation thru (BY-2) FY 2008 $ 0 

Allocation for (BY-1 ) FY 2009 $ 0 

Recovery Act Allocations to Date $ 0 

Allocation for FY 2010 $ 80,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 201 0 $ 270,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Funds in the amount of $80,000 will be used to initiate a preliminary 
assessment of the potential project to determine if a viable solution to reducing flood damages 
could be implemented within existing Federal authorities. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : FY 2012. 

OTHER INFORMATION : Typical Corps alternatives used for flood control purposes would 
include structural measures such as levees, channelization and upstream floodwater detention 
structures. Non-structural measures such as floodplain acquisition and early warning systems 
would also be explored. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Senators Inhofe & Coburn, OK; Congressman Sullivan, OK-1 . 
DISTRICT: Tulsa 


1 February 2010 
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FACT SHEET 
CONSTRUCTION 

CONTINUING AUTHORITIES PROGRAM (CAP) 
Enacted Studies 


BUSINESS LINE : Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 
STUDY NAME : Dyer, Arkansas 

AUTHORIZATION : Section 205 of the 1948 Flood Control Act, as amended. 

LOCATION : The city of Dyer, Arkansas, is located on the Arkansas River in Crawford County. 

DESCRIPTION : In March 2009, the city of Dyer requested that the Little Rock District conduct a 
small flood damage reduction study for their city. The city has many low lying properties that 
experience flooding during heavy rain events and these properties have had repeated proper! y 
losses. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 
Estimated Federal Cost 
Estimated Non-Federal Cost 
Total Estimated Cost 


FY 2010 
Feasibility 
$ 100,000 
$ 0 
$ 100,000 


Allocation thru FY 2008 
Allocation for FY 2009 
Recovery Act Allocations to Date 
Allocation for FY 2010 
Balance to Complete after FY 2010 
Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 

''BC ratio to be determined during feasibility phase 


$ 0 

$ 0 

$ 0 

$ 50,000 

$ 50,000 

N/A^' 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : FY 201 0 funds will be used to initiate the feasibility phase and prepare a 
milestone report. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : The earliest attainable completion 
for the feasibility phase is FY 201 1 . 


OTHER INFORMATION: None 


CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Senators Lincoln and Pryor, AR; Representative Boozman, 
AR-3. 


DISTRICT: Little Rock 
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FACT SHEET 
CONSTRUCTION 

CONTINUING AUTHORITIES PROGRAM 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE : Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 
PROJECT NAME : Everman, TX 


AUTHORIZATION : Flood Control Act of 1948 (Public Law 80-858), Section 205, as amended 

LOCATION : The study area is located along Chambers Creek within the city limits of Everman, 
T exas, approximately 1 2 miles sout h of Fort W orth. Chambers Creek is a tr ibutary of Viliage 
Creek, which is a tributary of the West Fork, Trinity River. 


DESCRIPTION : Officials in the city of Everman sent a letter to the Corps asking for assistance 
under Section 205 Authority to st udy recurr ent flooding problems along Chamb ers Creek 
located with in their city limits. Th e most recent flood of significance occurred in July 200 4, 
resulting in damages to 31 homes and the loss of over 400 farm animals. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 
Estimated Federal Cost 
Estimated Non-Federal Cost 
Cash 
Other 

Totai Estimated Cost 


FY2010 
Construction 
$ 450,000 

$ 350,000 

$ 350,000 

$ 0 
$ 800,000 


Ailocation thru FY 2008 
Ailocation for FY 2009 
Allocation for FY 2010 
Recovery Act Aliocations to Date 
Baiance to Complete after FY 2010 
Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% ( %) 


$ 0 

$ 0 

$ 100,000 

$ 0 

$ 350,000 

N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES: Funds will be used to make a determination of Federal interest, deveiop 
a Project Management Plan, and draft and negotiate a Feasibiiity Cost Share Agreement. 


EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : September 2013 


OTHER INFORMATION : None 
CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Burgess, TX-26 


DISTRICT: Fort Worth 


1 February 2010 
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FACT SHEET 
CONSTRUCTION 

CONTINUING AUTHORITIES PROGRAM 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE : Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 
PROJECT NAME : Farmers Branch, Tarrant County, TX 


AUTHORIZATION : Flood Control Act of 1948 (Public Law 80-858), Section 205, as amended 


LOCATION : The proje ct is located within the city limits of White Settlement, Tarrant County, 
Texas, along Farmers Branch Creek between White Settlement Road and Las Vegas Trail. 


DESCRIPTION : The recommende d plan is comprised of three com ponents to reduce floo d 
damages along Farmers Branch an d its tributary. The plan consists of a 6,500-foot grass and 
rock-lined channel with widths of c ut varying from 55- to 1 60-feet between White Settlement 
Road and Las Vegas Trail. The plan also includes a 32-foot bottom-width concr ete channel 
along its tributary at Las Vegas Trail. The last component of the plan will permanently evacuate 
39 residential structures and one commercial structure. This plan re moves 60 p ercent of th e 
residents fr om the 1 00-year floodplain. Th e non-Fede ral sponsor is the cit y of White 
Settlement. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 
Estimated Federal Cost 
Estimated Non-Federal Cost 
Cash 
Other 

Total Estimated Cost 


FY2010 
Construction 
$ 7,000,000 

$ 11,333,000 

$ 3,000,000 

$ 8,333,000 

$ 18,333,000 


Allocation thru FY 2008 
Allocation for FY 2009 
Allocation for FY 2010 
Recovery Act Allocations to Date 
Balance to Complete after FY 2010 
Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% ( %) 


$ 3,045,000 

$ 0 

$ 3,955,000 

$ 0 

$ 0 

N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES: Funds will be used to fully fund project construction. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : The scheduled completion date for 
construction is September 2014. 


OTHER INFORMATION : This project has reached the threshold for Federal funds for a Section 
205 project so it is the responsibility of the non- Federal sponsor to pay any additional cost for 
completion of the project at 100 percent. 


CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Granger. TX-1 2 


DISTRICT: Fort Worth 


1 February 2010 
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3357 


FACT SHEET 
CONSTRUCTION 

CONTINUING AUTHORITIES PROGRAM (CAP) 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE : Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 
PROJECT/STUDY NAME : lola, Kansas. 

AUTHORIZATION : Section 205, Flood Control Act of 1948, as amended (CAP - Small Flood 
Control). 

LOCATION : lola is approximately 1 20 miles east of Wichita, Kansas. 

DESCRIPTION : Flooding experienced in 2007 caused significant damages to the community. 
The non-Federal sponsor is the city of lola, Kansas. 


FY 2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA Feasibility 

Estimated Federal Cost $ 350,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost $ 250,000 

Cash $ 230,000 

Other $ 20,000 

Total Estimated Cost $ 600,000 

Allocation thru (BY-2) FY 2008 $ 0 

Allocation for (BY-1 ) FY 2009 $ 0 

Recovery Act Allocations to Date $ 0 

Allocation for FY 2010 $ 35,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 $ 315,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Funds in the amount of $35,000 wilt be used to initiate a preliminary 
assessment of the potential project to determine if a viable solution to reducing flood damages 
in lola could be implemented within existing Federal authorities, 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : FY2012. 

OTHER INFORMATION : Typical Corps alternatives used for flood control purposes would 
include structural measures such as levees, channelization and upstream floodwater detention 
structures. Non-structural measures such as floodplain acquisition and early warning systems 
would also be explored. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Senators Brownback and Roberts, KS; Congresswoman 
Jenkins, KS-2, 

DISTRICT: Tulsa 


1 February 2010 
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3358 


FACT SHEET 
CONSTRUCTION 

CONTINUING AUTHORITIES PROGRAM (CAP) 

Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS LINE : Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 

PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Kingfisher, OK. 

AUTHORIZATION : Section 205, Flood Control Act of 1948, as amended (CAP - Small Flood 
Control) 

LOCATION : The city of Kingfisher is located about 50 miles northwest of Oklahoma City, 
Oklahoma. 

DESCRIPTION : The City of Kingfisher, OK experienced severe flooding in June and July 2007. 
A feasibility study would determine if a viable solution to reducing flood damages could be 
implemented. The city of Kingfisher would be the non-Federal sponsor. 


FY 2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA Feasibility 

Estimated Federal Cost $ 350,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost $ 250,000 

Cash $ 230,000 

Other $ 20,000 

Total Estimated Cost $ 600,000 

Allocation thru (BY-2) FY 2008 $ 0 

Allocation for (BY-1)FY 2009 $ 0 

Recovery Act Allocations to Date $ 0 

Allocation for FY 2010 $ 35,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 201 0 $ 31 5,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Funds in the amount of $35,000 will be used to initiate a preliminary 
assessment of the potential project to determine if a viable solution to reducing flood damages 
could be implemented within existing Federal authorities. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : FY2012. 

OTHER INFORMATION : Typical Corps alternatives used for flood control purposes would 
include structural measures such as levees, channelization and upstream floodwater detention 
structures. Non-structurai measures such as floodplain acquisition and early warning systems 
would also be explored. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST: Senators Inhofe and Cobum, OK; Congressman Cole, OK-4. 


DISTRICT: Tulsa 


1 February 2010 


SWD-31 
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3359 


FACT SHEET 
CONSTRUCTION 

CONTINUING AUTHORITIES PROGRAM 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE : Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 
PROJECT NAME : Many, LA 

AUTHORIZATION : Flood Control Act of 1948 (Public Law 80-858), Section 205, as amended 

LOCATION : The study area is located within the town limits of Many, in Sabine Parish in west 
central Louisiana. The flooding problems occur along San Jose, Blackwell, and Phillips Creeks 
and Harpoon Bayou, which all flow through town. 

DESCRIPTION : The town of Many has experienced recur rent flooding from overflows of the 
San Jose, Blackwell, Phillips Creek and Harpoon Bayou within the town limits. Throughout the 
years during substantial rainfall events, these creeks have overtopped their banks and flooded 
adjacent pr operties. The most recent devastating flo ods occurr ed during October and 
December of 2006, resulting in significant damages to roads, businesses and homes. 

FY2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA Construction 


Estimated Federal Cost $ 400,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost $ 300,000 

Cash $ 300,000 

Other $ 0 

Total Estimated Cost $ 700,000 

Allocation thru FY 2008 $ 0 

Allocation for FY 2009 $ 0 

Allocation for FY 2010 $ 100,000 

Recovery Act Allocations to Date $ 0 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 $ 300,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% ( %) N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES: Funds will be used to make a determination of Federal interest, develop 
a Project Management Plan, and draft and negotiate a Feasibility Cost Share Agreement. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : September 2013 

OTHER INFORMATION : None 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Fleming, LA-4 

DISTRICT: Fort Worth 


1 February 2010 SWD-32 


54862B 



3360 


FACT SHEET 
CONSTRUCTION 

CONTINUING AUTHORITIES PROGRAM (CAP) 

Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS LINE : Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 

PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Neodesha, Kansas. 

AUTHORIZATION : Section 205, Flood Control Act of 1948, as amended (CAP - Small Flood 
Control) 

LOCATION : The city of Neodesha is located about 100 miles east of Wichita in southeastern 
Kansas. 

DESCRIPTION : Flooding problems associated in this area are characterized by flows along Fall 
River exceeding channel capacity on the average of one every 2 to 5 years. The city of 
Neodesha, Kansas, would be the non-Federal sponsor. 


FY 2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA Feasibility 

Estimated Federal Cost $ 300,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost $ 200,000 

Cash $ 180,000 

Other $ 20,000 

Total Estimated Cost $ 500,000 

Allocation thru (BY-2) FY 2008 $ 0 

Allocation for (BY-1 ) FY 2009 $ 0 

Recovery Act Allocations to Date $ 0 

Allocation for FY 2010 $ 10,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 $ 290,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Funds in the amount of $10,000 will be used to initiate a preliminary 
assessment of the potential project to determine if a viable solution to reducing flood damages 
could be implemented within existing Federal authorities. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : FY 2012. 

OTHER INFORMATION : Typical Corps alternatives used for flood control purposes would 
include structural measures such as levees, channelization and upstream floodwater detention 
structures. Non-structural measures such as floodplain acquisition and early warning systems 
would also be explored. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Senators Brownback and Roberts, KS; Congresswoman 
Jenkins, KS-2. 

DISTRICT: Tulsa 


1 February 2010 
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3361 


FACT SHEET 
CONSTRUCTION 

CONTINUING AUTHORITIES PROGRAM 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE : Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 
PROJECT NAME : New Braunfels, TX 


AUTHORIZATION : Flood Control Act of 1948 (Public Law 80-858), Section 205, as amended 

LOCATION : The project is located in the south central Texas city of New Braunfels, in Comal 
and Guadalupe counties, approximately 25 miles north of downtown San Antonio. The problem 
area identified for study is along the Blieder's Creek watershed within the city limits. 

DESCRIPTION : The city of New Braunfels has experienced recurring damages from overflows 
of Blieder’s Creek. A 1 998 flood resulted in more than $1 billion in da mages in the region. A 
flood in 2002 caused widespread destruction a mounting to $750 million in damag es. The area 
was declared a National Disaster following both events. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 
Estimated Federal Cost 
Estimated Non-Federal Cost 
Cash 
Other 

Total Estimated Cost 


FY2010 
Construction 
$ 500,000 

$ 400,000 

$ 300,000 

$ 100,000 

$ 900,000 


Allocation thru FY 2008 
Allocation for FY 2009 
Allocation for FY 2010 
Recovery Act Allocations to Date 
Balance to Complete after FY 2010 
Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% ( %) 


$ 0 

$ 0 

$ 100,000 

$ 0 

$ 400,000 

N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES: Funds will be used to make a determination of Federal interest, develop 
a Project Management Plan, and draft and negotiate a Feasibility Cost Share Agreement. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : September 2013 

OTHER INFORMATION : None 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Smith. TX-21 and Cuellar, TX-28 


DISTRICT: Fort Worth 


1 February 2010 


SWD - 34 
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3362 


FACT SHEET 
CONSTRUCTION 

CONTINUING AUTHORITIES PROGRAM (CAP) 
Enacted Studies 


BUSINESS LINE : Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 
STUDY NAME : Oil Trough, White River, Arkansas 

AUTHORIZATION : Section 205 of the 1948 Flood Control Act, as amended. 

LOCATION : The city of Oil Trough, Arkansas, is loca ted on the White River in Ind ependence 
County. 

DESCRIPTION : The city of Oil Trough request ed that the Little Rock District conduct a small 
flood damage reductio n study of the city. T here is con cern with t he flooding of severe I 
structures in this area, including the local fire department a nd two churches. The high water 
events of March and April 2008 further intensified the flooding problems at this site. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCiAL DATA 
Estimated Federal Cost 
Estimated Non-Federal Cost 
Total Estimated Cost 

Allocation thru FY 2008 
Aliocation for FY 2009 
Recovery Act Allocations to Date 
Allocation for FY 2010 
Balance to Complete after FY 2010 
Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 

^'BC ratio to be determined during feasibility phase 

FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : FY 2010 funds will be used to initiate the feasibility phase and prepare a 
milestone report. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : The earliest attainable completion 
for the feasibility phase is FY 201 1 . 

OTHER INFORMATION : None. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Senators Lincoln and Pryor, AR; Representative Berry, AR-1 . 
DISTRICT: Little Rock 


1 February 2010 SWD - 35 


$ 0 

$ 0 

$ 0 

$ 50,000 

$ 50,000 

WA" 
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3363 


FACT SHEET 
CONSTRUCTION 

CONTINUING AUTHORITIES PROGRAM (CAP) 

Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS LINE : Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 

PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Palo Duro Creek, Canyon. TX. 

AUTHORIZATION : Section 205, Flood Control Act of 1948, as amended 

LOCATION : Palo Duro Creek, which flows through the city of Canyon, Texas, is located in the 
Texas panhandle, approximately 30 miles south of Amarillo, Texas. 

DESCRIPTION : Flooding of Palo Duro Creek has caused significant damages, including loss of 
life. Major floods occurred in 1951, 1968, and 1978. Afeasibility study would determine if a 
viable solution to reducing flood damages in Canyon could be implemented. The city of Canyon, 
TX, would be the non-Federal sponsor. 


FY 2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA Feasibility 

Estimated Federal Cost $ 350,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost $ 250,000 

Cash $ 230,000 

Other $ 20,000 

Total Estimated Cost $ 600,000 

Allocation thai (BY-2) FY 2008 $ 0 

Allocation for (BY-1 ) FY 2009 $ 0 

Recovery Act Allocations to Date $ 0 

Allocation for FY 2010 $ 65,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 $ 285,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Funds in the amount of $65,000 will be used to initiate a preliminary 
assessment of the potential project to determine if a viable solution to reducing flood damages 
could be implemented within existing Federal authorities. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : FY2012. 

OTHER INFORMATION : Typical Corps alternatives used for flood control purposes would 
include structural measures such as levees, channelization and upstream floodwater detention 
structures, Non-structural measures such as floodplain acquisition and early warning systems 
would also be explored. The study would also investigate measures to restore the riparian 
ecosystem of Palo Duro Creek. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Senators Comyn and Hutchinson, TX; Congressman 
Thornberry, TX-1 3. 

DISTRICT: Tulsa 


1 February 2010 


SWD - 36 
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3364 


FACT SHEET 
CONSTRUCTION 

CONTINUING AUTHORITIES PROGRAM (CAP) 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE : Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 

PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Ponca Tribal Grounds, Erosion Control Project, Ponca City, OK. 

AUTHORIZATION : Section 14 of the 1946 Flood Control Act, as amended (CAP - Emergency 
Streambank Protection). 

LOCATION : The Ponca Tribal grounds, located near Ponca City OK, approximately 100 miles 
northeast of Oklahoma City, OK, 

DESCRIPTION : The Ponca Tribal grounds are experiencing erosion concerns due to the iateral 
migration of the Arkansas River. These erosion concerns have the potential to significantly 
affect the use of the tribal ceremonial grounds. The potential project sponsor is the Ponca Tribe 
of Oklahoma. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 
Estimated Federal Cost $ 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 
Cash 
Other 

Total Estimated Cost $ 


FY 2010 

Preliminary Design Analysis 
100,000 
$ 0 

$ 0 

$ 0 

100,000 


Allocation thru (BY-2) FY 2008 $ 0 

Allocation for (BY-1 ) FY 2009 $ 0 

Recovery Act Allocations to Date $ 0 

Allocation for FY 201 0 $ 1 5,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 $ 85,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% N/A 


FY 201 0 ACTIVITIES : Funds in the amount of $15,000 will be used to Initiate a preliminary 
design analysis (PDA) of the potential project. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE: FY2011. 


OTHER INFORMATION : None 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Senators Inhofe and Cobum, OK; Congressman Lucas, OK-3. 


DISTRICT: Tulsa 


1 February 2010 


SWD - 37 
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3365 


FACT SHEET 
CONSTRUCTION 

CONTINUING AUTHORITIES PROGRAM 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE : Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 
PROJECT NAME : Post Oak Creek, Corsicana, TX 


AUTHORIZATION : Flood Control Act of 1948 (Public Law 80-858), Section 205, as amended 

LOCATION : The project is located in the city of Corsicana, Texas, along Post Oak Creek. The 
Post Oak Creek wate rshed enco mpasses approximate! y 10 square miles above Interstate 
Highway 45 and is approximately 4 miles long and 2.5 miles wide. The creek originates a few 
miles west of Corsicana and flows north to Soil Conservation Service (SCS) Dam 139. 


DESCRIPTION : The city of Corsicana has experienced flooding along Post Oak Creek and its 
tributaries. Problems in the area include hea vy encroachment within the flood plains, hig h 
volumes of runoff due to large a mounts of i mpervious surfaces, lo calized ero sion, narrow 
stream corridors, large numbers of outdated bridges and culverts resulting in poor conveyance, 
and debris within the stream beds. The most recent major flood events were in March 1990 and 
May 1989. The 1989 flood resu Ited in 308 structures be ing flooded. About 17 4 of these 
structures reported damages totaling about $2,700,000. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 
Estimated Federal Cost 
Estimated Non-Federal Cost 
Cash 
Other 

Total Estimated Cost 


FY2010 
Construction 
$ 4,829,000 

$ 2,767,000 

$ 1,703,000 

$ 1,064,000 

$ 7,596,000 


Allocation thru FY 2008 
Allocation for FY 2009 
Allocation for FY 2010 
Recovery Act Allocations to Date 
Balance to Complete after FY 2010 
Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% ( %) 


$ 497,000 

$ 0 

$ 82,000 

$ 0 

$ 4,250,000 

N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES: Funds will be used to complete the feasibility phase of the project. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLE TION FY F OR PHASE : Feasibilit y is scheduled to be 
completed in FY 2010 and construction is scheduled to be completed in September 2014. 


OTHER INFORMATION : None 
CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Barton, TX-6 


DISTRICT: Fort Worth 


1 February 2010 


SWD - 38 
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3366 


FACT SHEET 
CONSTRUCTION 

CONTINUING AUTHORITIES PROGRAM 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS LINE : Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 

PROJECT NAME : Rio Grande and Unnamed Tributary, TX 

AUTHORIZATION : Flood Control Act of 1948 (Public Law 80-858), Section 205, as amended 

LOCATION : The city o f Eagle Pass is located along the Rio Grande River just north of the 
Mexico border in Maverick Count y, Texas, The proble m site is lo cated along an unnamed 
tributary of the Rio Grande partly wit hin the city limits on the eastern portion of Eagle Pass and 
partly within unincorporated areas of Maverick County. 

DESCRIPTION : Major flooding eve nts caused by tropical storms have occurred in Eagle Pass 
in 1954, 1963, 1964, 1970, 1983, 1998, and 2001. The August 1998 event, triggered by 
Hurricane Charley, caused rainfall a mounts near 20 inches in a 24-hour period in n earby Dei 
Rio. The same storm event in Eagle Pass caused eva cuation of over 2,400 homes and 
businesses. Another event in September 2001 caused ab out 6-8 inch es of rain to fall in less 
than 6 hours. Flood damage reduc tion features could inclu de, but are not limited to, upstream 
detention; e xpansion, repair and/or replacement of existin g levees; nonstructural buyout and 
removal of f lood prone properties; and channelization or diversion of the unname d tributary o f 
the Rio Grande River. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 
Estimated Federal Cost 
Estimated Non-Federal Cost 
Cash 
Other 

Total Estimated Cost 


FY 2010 
Construction 
$ 5,350,000 
$ 2,990,000 
$ 2,140,000 
$ . 850,000 

$ 8,340,000 


Allocation thru FY 2008 
Allocation for FY 2009 
Allocation for FY 2010 
Recovery Act Allocations to Date 
Balance to Complete after FY 2010 
Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% ( %) 


$ 100,000 

$ 5,000 

$ 350,000 

$ 0 

$ 4,895,000 

N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES; FY 2010 funds will be used to execute the Feasibility Cost Share 
Agreement and fully fund completion of the feasibility phase of the study. 


EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPL ETION FY F OR PHASE : Scheduled completion dates for 
feasibility is December of 2012 and for construction, is May 2016. 


OTHER INFORMATION : None 
CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Rodriguez, TX-23 


DISTRICT: Fort Worth 


1 February 2010 
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FACT SHEET 
CONSTRUCTION 

CONTINUING AUTHORITIES PROGRAM 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE : Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 
PROJECT NAME : Robinson, TX 

AUTHORIZATION : Flood Control Act of 1948 (Public Law 80-858), Section 205, as amended 

LOCATION : The project is loca ted along Flat Creek within the city limits of Robinson, Texas, 
approximately 10 miles south of Waco in McLennan County. 


DESCRIPTION : There has been recurrent flooding along Flat Creek in the city of Robinson that 
has affecte d residents of the Robindale neighborhood. Neighbors feel that the cause is 
increased development upstream. City officials say that the problem is more complex than that, 
since there are many jurisdiction s involv ed, and have asked the Corps of Engineers f or 
technical assistance. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 
Estimated Federal Cost 
Estimated Non-Federal Cost 
Cash 
Other 

Total Estimated Cost 


FY2010 
Construction 
$ 450,000 

$ 350,000 

$ 350,000 

$ 0 
$ 800,000 


Allocation thru FY 2008 
Allocation for FY 2009 
Allocation for FY 2010 
Recovery Act Allocations to Date 
Balance to Complete after FY 2010 
Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% ( %) 


$ 0 

$ 0 

$ 100,000 

$ 0 

$ 350,000 

N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES: Funds will be used to ma ke a determination of Federal interest, develop 
a Project Management Plan, and draft and negotiate a Feasibility Cost Share Agreement. 


EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : September 2012 


OTHER INFORMATION : None 
CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Edwards, TX-1 7 


DISTRICT: Fort Worth 


1 February 2010 
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3368 


FACT SHEET 
CONSTRUCTION 

CONTINUING AUTHORITIES PROGRAM 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE : Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 

PROJECT NAME : Roger’s Hill at Aquilla Creek, McLennan County, TX 

AUTHORIZATION : Flood Control Act of 1946 (Public Law 79-526), Section 14, as amended 

LOCATION : The study area is located in McLennan County approximately 8 miles west of the 
town of We st, T exas, o n Roger’s H ill Road at Aquilla Creek. Aquil la Creek is a tributary of the 
Brazos River. The study area is located between the conflu ence of the creek with the river and 
downstream of Aquilla Lake, a Corps of Engineers reservoir. 

DESCRIPTION : The erosion and subsequent bank failure is caused by in part b y continuous 
releases fro m the reservoir and hi gh velocities from unc ontrolled flo od events from Aquilla 
Creek and its tributaries. The cut ba nk side of the creek is within five feet of Roger’s Hill Road 
and threatens not only the road but a newly constructed multi-million d oilar bridge and an old 
historic bridge. The ro ad serves a s the main access to th e Brookhaven Youth Ranch, a long- 
term residential treatment center that services emotionally disturbed adolescent boys, and Day 
Springs Camp Ground Ministries, an all-ages camp that operates year round. The non-Federal 
sponsor is McLennan County. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 
Estimated Federal Cost 
Estimated Non-Federal Cost 
Cash 
Other 

Total Estimated Cost 


FY2010 
Construction 
$ 1,500,000 

$ 754,000 

$ 754,000 

$ 0 

$ 2,254,000 


Allocation thru FY 2008 
Allocation for FY 2009 
Allocation for FY 2010 
Recovery Act Allocations to Date 
Balance to Complete after FY 2010 
Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% ( %) 


$ 0 

$ 0 

$ 1,000 

$ 0 

$ 1,499,000 

N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES: Funds will be used to initiate feasibility. 


EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : The scheduled completion date for 
feasibility is September 2010 if the Fort Worth District ca n reprogram Federal f unds from a 
completed Section 14. 


OTHER INFORMATION : None 
CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST: Edwards, TX-1 7 


DISTRICT: Fort Worth 


1 February 2010 


SWD-41 
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FACT SHEET 
CONSTRUCTION 

CONTINUING AUTHORITIES PROGRAM (CAP) 

Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS LINE : Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 

PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Sedgwick, KS. Little Arkansas River Watershed. 

AUTHORIZATION : Section 205, Flood Control Act of 1948, as amended (CAP - Small Flood 
Control) 

LOCATION : The city of Sedgwick is located in Harvey County about 20 miles northwest of 
Wichita in south-central Kansas. 

DESCRIPTION : The city lies adjacent to the confluence of the Little Arkansas River and its 
tributaries, Emma and Sand Creeks. Flooding problems associated in this area are 
characterized by flows on the Little Arkansas River and Sand Creek exceeding channel capacity 
on the average of once every 2 to 5 years. The city of Sedgwick, Kansas would be the non- 


Federal sponsor. 

FY2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA Feasibility 

Estimated Federal Cost $ 350,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost $ 250,000 

Cash $ 230,000 

Other $ 20,000 

Total Estimated Cost $ 600,000 

Allocation thru (BY-2) FY 2008 $ 0 

Allocation for (BY-1 ) FY 2009 $ 0 

Recovery Act Allocations to Date $ 0 

Allocation for FY 2010 $ 30,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 $ 320,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Funds in the amount of $30,000 will be used to initiate a preliminary 
assessment of the potential project to determine if a viable solution to reducing flood damages 
could be implemented within existing Federal authorities. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : FY2012. 

OTHER INFORMATION : Typical Corps alternatives used for flood control purposes would 
include structural measures such as levees, channelization and upstream fioodwater detention 
structures. Non-structural measures such as floodplain acquisition and early warning systems 
would also be explored. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Senators Brownback & Roberts, KS; Congressman Tiahrt, KS-4. 
DISTRICT: Tulsa 


1 February 2010 


SWD - 42 


54862B 




3370 


FACT SHEET 
CONSTRUCTION 

CONTINUING AUTHORITIES PROGRAM 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE : Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 
PROJECT NAME : Town Branch, Corsicana, TX 


AUTHORIZATION : Flood Control Act of 1948 (Public Law 80-858), Section 205, as amended 

LOCATION : The study area include s Town Branch Creek within the city of Corsicana, Texas, 
Corsicana is the county seat of Navarro County and is located approximately 67 miles southeast 
of Fort Worth. The Town Branch Creek watershed enco mpasses approximately 1.36 square 
miles and is 2.4 miles in length. T he stream orig inates in the south-central portio n of the city 
and flows easterly until its confluence with Mesquite Branch Creek. Although the watershed for 
this stream is small, high discharges are experienced during heavy rainfall. 

DESCRIPTION : Problems in the area include: heavy encroachment wit hin the floodplains; high 
volumes of runoff due to large a mounts of i mpervious surfaces; lo calized ero sion; narrow 
stream corridors; large numbers of outdated bridges and culverts resulting in poor conveyance; 
and debris within the stream beds. The non-Federal sponsor is the city of Corsicana. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 
Estimated Federal Cost 
Estimated Non-Federal Cost 
Cash 
Other 

Total Estimated Cost 


FY2010 
Construction 
$ 3,910,000 
$ 2,190,000 
$ 1,090,000 
$ 1,100,000 
$ 6,100,000 


Allocation thru FY 2008 
Allocation for FY 2009 
Allocation for FY 2010 
Recovery Act Allocations to Date 
Balance to Complete after FY 2010 
Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% ( %) 


$ 95,000 

$ 5,000 

$ 300,000 

$ 0 

$ 3,510,000 

N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES: Funds will be used to execute the Feasibil ity Cost Share Agreement, 
update the Project Management Plan and begin plan formulation. 


EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLE TION FY FOR PHA SE : Schedu led completion for the 
feasibility phase is September 2012 and scheduled completion for design and implementation is 
December 2015. 


OTHER INFORMATION : None 
CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Barton, TX-6 
DISTRICT: Fort Worth 


1 February 2010 
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3371 


FACT SHEET 
CONSTRUCTION 

CONTINUING AUTHORITIES PROGRAM (CAP) 
Enacted Studies 


BUSINESS LINE : Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 
STUDY NAME : Tucker Creek Levee, Arkansas 

AUTHORIZATION : Section 205 of the 1948 Flood Control Act, as amended. 


LOCATION : Tucker Cr eek Levee is located in Faulkner C ounty, Arkansas, near t he town of 
Conway. 

DESCRIPTION : In May 2008, Fau Ikner County Levee Dist rict No. 1 requested that the L ittle 
Rock District conduct a small flood damage reduction stud y of Tucker Creek Levee near the 
town of Conway, Arka nsas. Incre asing urban ization in th e Tupelo B ayou and Tucker Cree k 
basins within the levee’ s protected area have aggravated interior flood flows that require a 
pumping station to evacuate water when the Arkansas River stages are high. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 
Estimated Federal Cost 
Estimated Non-Federal Cost 
Total Estimated Cost 


FY 2010 
Feasibility 
$ 100,000 
$ 0 
$ 100,000 


Allocation thru FY 2008 
Allocation for FY 2009 
Recovery Act Allocations to Date 
Allocation for FY 2010 
Balance to Complete after FY 2010 
Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 

'^BC ratio to be determined during feasibility phase 


$ 0 

$ 0 

$ 0 

$ 50,000 

$ 50,000 

N/A’' 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : FY 2010 funds will be used to initiate the feasibility phase and prepare a 
milestone report. 


EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : The earliest attainable completion 
for the feasibility phase is FY 2011. 


OTHER INFORMATION: None. 


CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Senators Lincoln & Pryor. AR; Representative Snyder, AR-2. 
DISTRICT: Little Rock 


1 February 2010 
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FACT SHEET 
CONSTRUCTION 

CONTINUING AUTHORITIES PROGRAM (CAP) 
Enacted Studies 


BUSINESS LINE : Flood and Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 

STUDY NAME : Walker Creek, Missouri (Van Buren, Missouri) 

AUTHORIZATION : Section 205 of the 1948 Flood Control Act, as amended. 

LOCATION : The city of Van Buren is locate d in Carter Cou nty, Missouri, northwest of Poplar 
Bluff, Missouri. 

DESCRIPTION : The city of Van Buren, Missouri, requested a small f lood damag e reduction 
study on Walker Creek. The project is needed to prevent flooding of several struct ures along 
Walker Creek. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 
Estimated Federal Cost 
Estimated Non-Federal Cost 
Total Estimated Cost 


FY2010 
Feasibility 
$ 100,000 
$ 0 
$ 100,000 


Allocation thru FY 2008 
Allocation for FY 2009 
Recovery Act Allocations to Date 
Allocation for FY 2010 
Balance to Complete after FY 2010 
Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 

’'BC ratio to be determined during feasibility phase 


$ 0 

$ 0 

$ 0 

$ 50,000 

$ 50,000 

u/a'' 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : FY 201 0 funds will be used to initiate the feasibility phase and prepare a 
milestone report. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : The earliest attainable completion 
for the feasibility phase is FY 201 1 . 


OTHER INFORMATION : None 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Representative Emerson MO-8 


DISTRICT: Little Rock 


1 February 2010 
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NAVIGATION 


1 February 2010 
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INVESTIGATIONS 
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FACT SHEET 
INVESTIGATIONS 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE : Navigation 

STUDY NAME : Freeport Harbor, Texas 

AUTHORIZATION : Section 216 of the 1970 Flood Control Act. 

LOCATION : The project is located along the mid Texas Gulf Coast in the vicinity of Freeport in Brazoria 
County, Texas. It provides for a 47 foot deep, 400 foot wide entrance channel; 45 foot deep, 400 foot wide 
main channel; 45 foot deep, 750 foot diameter turning basn; a 45 toot deep, 1000 foot diameter Brazos Port 
Turning Basin; a 45 foot deep, 1200 foot diameter UpperTurning Basin. 36 foot deep, 200 foot wide Brazos 
Harbor channel; and 36 foot deep, 750 foot diameter Brazos Harbor tumin^asin. The locally preferred plan 
increases the depth of the main channel to 55 ft and the width to 600 ft, 

DESCRIPTION : The non-Federal sponsor is Port Freeport. Freeport Harbor is an important pofbr imported 
petroleum products, exported petrochemicals, and general cargo. Theexisting channel is not sufflcientlydeep 
to fully load the existing tanker fleet serving Freeport Harbor. Further, the 400-foot wide entrance and main 
channels limit Freeport Harbor to one-way traffic for all vessels and daylight-only operation for larger vessels. 
The light-loading, one-way traffic and dayight-only operation results in significantly higher costs to users than 
would be experenced if the harbor were enlarged and deepaied. Port Freeport would like to receive approval 
to initiate channel widening work in January 2010. 


FY2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA: FEASIBILITY 

Estimated Federal Cost $3,740,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost $3,615,000 

Cash (3,615,000) 

Other (0) 

Total Estimated Cost $7,335,000 

Allocation thru FY 2008 $2,784,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 $382,000 

Allocation for FY 201 0 $574,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 0 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ (7%) NA 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : FY10 activities include completing the Feasibility Report and the Environmental 
Impact Statement and associated public and Washington-level reviews. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : The earliest attainable completion FY for the 
feasibility study is FY 2011. 

OTHER INFORMATION : The Chiefs Report will be completed in April 2011, therefore completing the 
feasibility phase of the study. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Senators Hutchison and Comyn (TX); Representative Paul (TX-14), 
Edwards (TX-17), and Olson (TX-22) 

DISTRICT: Galveston 


1 February 2010 
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FACT SHEET 
INVESTIGATIONS 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE : Navigation 

STUDY NAME : Sabine Neches Waterway, Texas 

AUTHORIZATION : House Resolution dated 5 June 1997 

LOCATION : The existing waterway consists of a jettied entrance channel, 42 feet deep and 500 
to 800 feet wide, from the Gulf o f Mexico; a channel 4 0 feet deep and 400 f eet wide to 
Beaumont via the Nech es River; an d a cha nnel 30 feet deep and 200 feet wide to Orange via 
the Sabine River. 

DESCRIPTION : The Sabine-Neches Waterway is a feder ally constru cted deep-d raft channel, 
which serves the Por ts of Port Arthur, Beaumont, and Orange, Texas. The study is 
investigating navigation modifications up to the Port of Bea umont to improve the efficiency and 
safety of navigation on the waterway. 

FY2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA: FEASIBILITY 


Estimated Federal Cost 

$ 8,014,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 

7,889,000 

Cash 

0 

Other 

0 

Total Estimated Study Cost 

$15,903,000 

Allocation thru FY 2008 

$ 7,446,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 

478,000 

Allocation for FY 2010 

90,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 

0 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ (7%) 

0.9 


FY 2010 A CTIVITIES : FYlOa ctivities in elude revising, preparing, and fina lizing the Fina I 
Report, HQ submittal an d Public Review, Final HQ Review, conducting the Civil Works Review 
Board meeting, and supporting the project thro ugh the end of Washington Level Review and 
Chiefs Report in September 2010. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY F OR PHASE : The earlie st attainable completion 
FY for the feasibility phase is FY 10 (September). 

OTHER INF ORMATION : The ben efit to co st ratio at 4.3 75% is 1.3 to 1. The non-Federal 
sponsor for the study is the Sabine -Neches Navigation Dist rict. The study is sched uled to b e 
completed with issuance of the Chief of Engineer's Report in September 2010. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Senators Cornyn and Hutchison (both TX); Congressmen Poe 
(TX-2) and Edwards (TX-17) and Boustany (LA-7). 

DISTRICT: Galveston 


1 February 2010 


SWD-49 


54862B 



3377 


CONSTRUCTION 
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FACT SHEET 
CONSTRUCTION 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE : Navigation 

PROJECT NAME : Corpus Christi Ship Channel, Texas; La Quinta Channel Extension 

AUTHORIZATION : Section 1001(40), Water Resources Development Act of 2007 

LOCATION : The project is located along the south-central gulf coast of Texas in Nueces County. 

DESCRIPTION : The existing project provides for a 45-foot deep draft channel that extends from deep 
water in the Gulf of Mexico through a jettied entrance channel and across Corpus Christi Bay, 34.1 miles 
inland, serving the ports at Corpus Christi, Ingleside, Harbor Island, and the La Quinta Channel. The 
authorized project consists of three separable elements: 1) extend the La Quinta channel one and one- 
half miles at 39 feet; 2) deepen the Corpus Christi Ship Channel to 52 feet, widen to 530 feet, and 3) add 
barge lanes on both sides of the main channel across Corpus Christi Bay, 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA fSOOOl C 
Estimated Federal Cost 
Estimated Non-Federal Cost 
Cash 
Other 

Total Estimated Cost 


FY 2010 
onstruction 
$138,433,000 
117,644,000 

89.697.000 

27.947.000 
$339,865,000 


Allocation thru FY 2008 $1,564,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 1,148,000 

Allocation for FY 2010 921,000 

Recovery Act Allocations to Date 2,250,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 $132,550,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 1 .97 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : FY10 activities include initiating and completing the construction of Placement 
Area 14 using ARRA funds. Regular Construction funds will be used to initiate a Limited Reevaluation 
Report (LRR) to update the benefits and costs for the remaining separable element of the Authorized 
Project, the Main Channel and Barge Shelves, and to determine if the total project cost estimate for the 
overall Corpus Christi Ship Channel will exceed the 902 limit. 


EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : The earliest attainable completion for the 
new Upland PA14 construction contract is June 2010. 

OTHER IN FORMATION : The recommended plan of improve ment will deepen the channel to 5 2 feet, 
widen to 530 feet, add barge lanes on both sides of the channel across Corpus Christi Bay, and extend 
the La Q uinta Ch annel o ne an d on e-half miles at a dept h of 39 feet. Con struction of thi s p roject wa s 
authorized in WRDA 2007, A Limited Re-evaluation is currently required to update the project economics 
and CO sts. The Sponsor's priority is to construct the La Qui nta Chan nei E xtension an d Eco system 
Restoration. 


CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Senators Comyn and Hutchison (TX); Cong ressmen Edwards (TX-17), 
Paul (R-14) and Ortiz (TX-27). 


DISTRICT: Galveston 


1 February 2010 
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FACT SHEET 
CONSTRUCTION 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS LINE : Navigation & Environmental 

PROJECT NAME : Houston-Galveston Navigation Channels, Texas 

AUTHORIZATION : Section 101(a) (30) WRDA 96 and Energy and Water Development Appropriations 
Act of 2001, Section 1(a)(2) of P.L. 106-377. 

LOCATION : The Project is located in Galveston Bay, Texas in Chambers, Galveston and Harris Counties 
near the cities of Galveston and Houston. 

DESCRIPTION : The Project enlarges the Houston Ship Channel and the Galveston Channel, deepens 
the entrance channel to the Galveston Harbor and Channel and extends the channel an additional 3.9 
miles in the Gulf of Mexico. Dredge materials will be used to construct environmental restoration sites 
including marsh and bird islands. 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 
Estimated Federal Cost 
Coast Guard 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 
Cash 
Other 

Total Estimated Cost 

Allocation thru FY 2008 
Allocation for FY 2009 
Allocation for FY 2010 
Recovery Act Allocations to Date 
Balance to Complete after FY2010 
Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% ( 5.94) 

1/ Includes $4,217,000 Supplemental Funding 
21 Includes $8,000,000 Supplemental Funding 

FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : FY 2010 activities include continuing construction associated with the Multiple Site 
Repair Phase I, Alexander, Atkinson Marsh Cells 5 and 6, Placement Areas 14 and 15 contracts. Award 
contract for Multiple Site Repairs Phase II, to include the construction of 200 acres of Marsh at Bolivar, 
and award of contract to expand and increase capacity at Placement Areas 14&15. In addition, grass 
plantings will occur within the Bolivar and Atkinson Island Marsh complexes. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : The earliest attainable completion date for 
construction of the project is FY 2010. 

OTHER INFORMATION : Deepening of the channel to 45' was completed in June 2005. Remaining work 
consists of construction of the ecosystem restoration features of the project. These features include 
beneficial use of dredged material through construction of marsh cells, which will provide placement 
capacity for future maintenance dredging. The deepened channel has experienced a higher than 
anticipated shoaling rate. This increased shoaling rate has negatively impacted the capacity of 
placement areas resulting in an acceleration of the projects future construction schedule for mash cells. 

To address this issue, a revised Dredged Material Management Plan (DMMP) is under development. A 
revised schedule for the constniction of future marsh cells will be provided under this project upon 
completion of DMMP. A separate construction decision will be made in the fiscal year that additional 
placement area (marsh cells) must be constructed. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Senators Hutchison and Cornyn (TX). an d Representatives Paul (TX - 
14). Olson (TX-22), and Edwards (TX-17). 

DISTRICT: Galveston 


FY 2010 
Construction 
$621,463,000 
$ 7,203,000 
$217,574,000 
$204,979,000 
$ 12,595,000 
$846,240,000 

$390,463,000 V 
$ 21,244,000 2/ 
$ 242,000 

$ 85,413,000 
$124,101,000 
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FACT SHEET 
CONSTRUCTION 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE : Navigation 

PROJECT NAME : Texas City Channel, Texas 

AUTHORIZATION : Section 201 (a) of Water Resources Development Act (WRDA) 1986, Public Law 99- 
662. 


LOCATION : The Texas City Channel is located on the northern Texas coast in Galveston Bay. It is 
adjacent to Texas City, Galveston County. 


DESCRIPTION : The channel intersects with the Houston/Galveston Navigation Channel. The project will 
deepen the existing navigation channel to a 45-foot depth from the Texas City Turning Basin to the 
Houston Ship Channel. 

FY2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA Construction 


Estimated Federal Cost $ 58,553,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost $ 19,517,000 

Cash $19,517,000 

Other $ 0 

Total Estimated Cost $ 78,070,000 


Allocation thru FY 2008 $ 6,251,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 $ 1 ,91 4,000 

AliocationforFY2010 $ 6,637,000 

Recovery Act Allocations to Date $ 43,751 ,000 

Balance to Complete after FY201 0 0 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% (5.94) 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : FY 1 0 activities include award of design-build contract for the main channel and 
placement areas, award of contract for completing the deepening of the Turning Basin (small portion filled 
with debris needs to be completed), completion of Westfield Recovery Phases I and II and award of 
contract for Westfield Data Conservation (Phase III). 


EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : The earliest attainable completion date for 
construction of the project is FY 201 1 . 

OTHER INFORMATION : The existing navigation project is a 40-foot deep 400-foot wide channel, 6.5 
miles long from the Texas City Turning Basin to the Houston Ship Channel. In 2004, the Port of Texas 
City handled over 65 million short tons of crude oil, petroleum products and chemical products and was 
ranked the ninth largest port in the U.S. Refined petroleum products processed in Texas City are 
distributed throughout the Nation, including California and Oklahoma. A significant amount of the crude 
oil destined for the Strategic Oil Reserve moves through the Port of Texas City. The sponsor has 
requested construction of a 45-foot deep channel. A 50-foot project was authorized under WRDA 86 but 
was never built. The current project consists of deepening the channel to 45 feet and construction of 5 
new dredged material placement areas that will ultimately be converted into emergent marsh. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Senators Hutchison and Cornyn (TX), an d Representatives Paul (TX - 
14), Olson (TX-22), and Edwards (TX-17). 


DISTRICT: Galveston 
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CONTINUING 
AUTHORITIES PROGRAM 
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FACT SHEET 
CONSTRUCTION 

CONTINUING AUTHORITIES PROGRAM (CAP) 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE : Navigation 

PROJECT NAME : Galveston Island Harbor, Texas 

AUTHORIZATION : Section 107 of the River & Harbor Act of 1960, as amended. 

LOCATION : The project is located on the north shore of Galveston Island immediately south of the GIWW 
in Galveston, Texas. 

DESCRIPTION : The study is addressing the feasibility of a commercial navigation channel that would 
permit the entry and use of the harbor by large oil field service vessels, jack-up rigs and floating 
structures, and seagoing tugs and barges that cannot presently navigate in the area. 


FY 2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA Feasibility 

Estimated Federal Cost $ 452,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 0 

Cash 0 

Other 0 

Total Estimated Cost $ 452,000 

Allocation thru FY 2008 $ 52,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 0 

Allocation for FY 2010 200,000 

Recovery Act Allocations to Date 0 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 $ 152,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% NfA 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : FY 201 0 activities include re-initiation of the FeasibilityfPlans & Specifications 
Phase to include continuing the Detailed Project Report (DPR). The Project Management Plan will be 
revised and reevaluating the alternatives will begin. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : The earliest attainable completion date for 
feasibility phase is 2012. 

OTHER INFORMATION : The G alveston Harbor Navigation District #1, th e project sponsor, requested 
the study, in a letter dated August 28, 2001. T he projected received funds I n 2001 an d 2002 an d a 

Milestone Report was completed in June 2002. The project has been on hold since 2004. The Sponsor 
reaffirmed their interest in August of 2008. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Senators Comyn and Hutchison (TX); Congressman Paul (TX-14) 
DISTRICT: Galveston 


1 February 2010 
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FACT SHEET 
CONSTRUCTION 

CONTINUING AUTHORITIES PROGRAM (CAP) 
Enacted Studies 


BUSINESS LINE : Navigation 

STUDY NAME : Lavaca Port, Arkansas River, Arkansas 

AUTHORIZATION : Section 107 of the River and Harbors Act of 1960, as amended. 

LOCATION : The city of Lavaca is loca ted in Sebastian County, Arkansas, ea st of the Fort 
Smith area. 

DESCRIPTION : In December 2008, the city of Lavaca requested a study to determine the need 
for a slack water harbor on Vache Grasse Creek. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 
Estimated Federal Cost 
Estimated Non-Federal Cost 
Total Estimated Cost 


FY2010 
Feasibility 
$ 100,000 
$ 0 
$ 100,000 


Allocation thru FY 2008 
Allocation for FY 2009 
Recovery Act Allocations to Date 
Allocation for FY 2010 
Balance to Complete after FY 2010 
Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 

^'BC ratio to be determined in feasibility phase 


$ 

$ 

$ 

$ 

$ 


0 

0 

0 

50,000 

50,000 

N/A 


1 / 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : FY 2010 funds will be used to initiate the feasibility phase and prepare a 
milestone report. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : The earliest attainable completion 
for the feasibility phase is FY 2013. 


OTHER INFORMATION: None. 


CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Senators Lincoln and Pryor; Representative Boozman, AR-3. 


DISTRICT: Little Rock 


1 February 2010 
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AQUATIC ECOSYSTEM 
RESTORATION 
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FACT SHEET 
INVESTIGATIONS 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE : Ecosystem Restoration, 

PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Arkansas River Corridor, OK. 

AUTHORIZATION : Section 3132 of WRDA 2007, 

LOCATION : The 42 mile long study area is located along the Arkansas River, from Keystone 
Dam to the TuisaAVagoner County line, in Tulsa County, Oklahoma. 

DESCRIPTION : Section 3132 of WRDA 2007 authorized the Secretary to participate in the 
ecosystem restoration, recreation, and flood damages reduction components of the Arkansas 
River Corridor Master Plan dated Oct 2005. 



FY 2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 

Studv 

Estimated Federal Cost $ 

2,500,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost $ 

2,500,000 

Cash $ 

2,000,000 

Other 

$ 50,000 

Total Estimated Cost $ 

5,000,000 

Allocation thru (BY-2) FY 2008 

$ 0 

Allocation for (BY-1 ) FY 2009 

$ 0 

Allocation for FY 2010 

$ 90,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 

$ 2,410,000 


Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% ( %) 

FY 2010 ACTIViTIES : Reconnaissance phase activities will include completion of the 905b 
report, negotiation and execution of the FCSA, and initiation of work on alternative formuiation, 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : The Reconnaissance phase study 
for this project will complete in FY2010. 

OTHER INFORMATION : HQ implementation guidance directs negotiation of a FCSA with an 
appropriate non-Federal sponsor to complete a feasibility study for the project. Tulsa County 
will be the non-federal cost share partner for this project. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Senators Inhofe and Coburn, OK; Congressmen Sullivan (OK- 
1) and Lucas (OK-3). 

DISTRICT: Tulsa 
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FACT SHEET 
INVESTIGATIONS 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE : Environment 

STUDY NAME : Cypress Valley Watershed, Texas 

AUTHORIZATION : Senate Resolution dated 31 July 2007 

LOCATION : The Cypress Valley watershed encompasses some 6,000 square miles in 
northeast Texas and northwest Louisiana. Two major tributaries. Black Cypress Bayou and 
Little Cypress Bayou, join Big Cypress Bayou and form Caddo Lake. 

DESCRIPTION : This reconnaissance study will examin e the current and projected water 
resource uses and nee dsofthe Caddo Lake wetlands an d evaluate how Lake O' the Pine s 
(Corps reservoir) could be operated to potentially meet the broader spectrum of water resource 
needs. The follow-on watershed feasibility study would allow the Corps to evaluate the 
ecosystem restoration b enefits and impacts of proposed flow recommendations a nd address 
other ecological issues. 


FY2010 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA ($0001 


Studv 

Estimated Federal Cost 

$ 

468,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 

$ 

378,000 

Cash 

$ 

100,000 

Other 

$ 

278 ,000 

Total Estimated Cost 

$ 

846,000 

Allocation thru FY 2008 

$ 

0 

Allocation for FY 2009 

$ 

0 

Allocation for FY 2010 

$ 

90,000 

Recovery Act Allocations to Date 

$ 

0 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 

$ 

378,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio (S) 7% ( %) 


N/A 


FY 201 0 ACTIVITIES : FY 2010 funds are being used to complete the reconnaissance phase. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : September 2010 

OTHER INFORMATION : A diverse array of more than 1 5 partner institutions and agencies are 
currently working in support of the ecosystem flow recommendations in the watershed. The 
Nature Conservancy, as part of the Sustainable Rivers Program, is interested in working with 
the Corps of Engineers and other partners to gain a better understanding of the influence of 
hydrologic processes such as timing, duration, frequency, magnitude and rate of change of 
flows on the river's ecology and the health of the downstream river basin. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Gohmert, TX-01, Hall, TX-4; and Fleming, LA-04 

DISTRICT: Fort Worth 
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FACT SHEET 
INVESTIGATIONS 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS LINE : Ecosystem Restoration. 

PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Grand (Neosho) River Basin Watershed, OK, KS, MO, AR. 
AUTHORIZATION : Section 208 of the Flood Control Act of 1965. 

LOCATION : The study area consists of the 12,500 square mile Grand/Neosho River basin in 
northeastern Oklahoma and southeastern Kansas. 

DESCRIPTION : John Redmond Dam and Reservoir is an important water supply source for the 
state of Kansas and is used by Kansas to operate their State Water Marketing Program and the 
Neosho-Cottonwood Water Assurance District which supplies water for municipal and industrial 
purposes. This watershed feasibility study will identify effective restoration and maintenance 
measures that will ensure long-range availability of habitat, storage capacity and ecosystem 
function within the John Redmond Dam and Reservoir and watershed. 


FY2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA Study 

Estimated Federal Cost $ 3,200,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost $ 3,000,000 

Cash $ 1,500,000 

Other $ 1,500,000 

Total Estimated Cost $ 6,200,000 

Allocation thru (BY-2) FY2008 $ 598,000 

Allocation for (BY-1 ) FY 2009 $ 57,000 

Allocation for FY 2010 $ 90,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 $ 2,455,000 


Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% ( %) 

FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Funds provided will be used for amending the project management plan 
and FCSA to allow creation of a master plan for the watershed to restore, protect, and sustain 
the drinking water supply source for eastern Kansas as well as the quality of the aquatic 
ecosystem and related wetland and riparian areas in the watershed of John Redmond Dam and 
Reservoir, Kansas. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : FY2010. 

OTHER INFORMATION : The Kansas Water Office (non-federal sponsor) has requested that 
efforts toward completion of the previously agreed to feasibility study be terminated and 
changed to creation of a watershed management plan. 

CONGRESSIONAL I NTEREST : Senators Inhofe and Coburn, OK; Senators Brownback an d 
Roberts, KS; Congressmen Bore n (OK-2) a nd Moran (KS-1), and Congresswoman Jenkins 
(KS-2). 

DISTRICT: Tulsa 
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FACT SHEET 
INVESTIGATIONS 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE : Ecosystem Restoration. 

PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Oologah Lake Watershed, Oklahoma and Kansas, 
AUTHORIZATION : Section 206, Flood Control Act of 1958. 

LOCATION : The Verdigris River basin drainage area covers approximately 4300 square miles 
in southeastern Kansas and northeastern Oklahoma. 

DESCRIPTION : This study addresses impacts of upstream agriculture and development on 
aquatic and terrestrial habitat within the Verdigris River basin. Degradation of the aquatic 
ecosystem has also adversely affected the aquatic ecosystem at Oologah Lake. 

FY 2010 
Study 

1.352.000 

1.302.000 

1.107.000 
$ 195,000 

2.654.000 

$ 1,191,000 
$ 0 
$ 90,000 

$ 45,000 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Funds provided will be used to undertake water quality database 
management and modeling, coordinate and meet with stakeholders in Oklahoma and Kansas, 
and prepare a draft watershed management plan. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : FY2011. 

OTHER INFORMATION : None. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Senators Inhofe and Coburn, OK; Congressmen Sullivan (OK- 
1), Boren (OK-2), Tiahrt (KS-4), and Congresswoman Jenkins (KS-2). 

DISTRICT: Tulsa 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 
Estimated Federal Cost $ 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost $ 

Cash $ 

Other 

Total Estimated Cost $ 

Allocation thru (BY-2) FY 2008 
Allocation for (BY-1) FY 2009 
Allocation for FY 2010 
Balance to Complete after FY 2010 
Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% ( %) 
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FACT SHEET 
INVESTIGATIONS 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS LINE : Environmental Restoration 

STUDY NAME : Sabine Pass to Galveston Bay, Texas 

AUTHORIZATION : House Resolution 289 dated 9 October 1998 

LOCATION : The project is located in southeastern Texas and consists of approximately 92 miles of Gulf 
of Mexico shoreline in Jefferson, Chambers, and Galveston Counties from Sabine Pa ss to San Loui s 
Pass at the western end of Galveston Island. 

DESCRIPTION : This storm dam age reduction and enviro nmental re storation study will a ddress th e 
significant shoreline erosion occurring along the upperTexas coast causing the destruction of nationally 
significant wetlands, loss of land, and damage to homes, commercial property, and State Highway 87. 



FY2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA: 

FEASIBILITY 

Estimated Federal Cost 

$6,164,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 

6,079,000 

Cash 

(4,254,000) 

Other 

(1,825,000) 

Total Estimated Study Cost 

$12,243,000 

Allocation thnj FY 2008 

$ 2,629,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 

382,000 

Allocation for FY 201 0 

170,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 

$2,983,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ (7%) 

N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Due to nume rous priorities related to Hurricane Ike recovery efforts, Galvesto n 
and Jefferson Counties, the Non-Federal Sponsors, requested in June 2009 that the study be placed on 
hiatus for one to two years. There will be no on-going activities in FY 2010. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : The earliest attain able completion date fo r 
the feasibility study is FY 2014. 

OTHER INFORMATION : The study a rea is lo cated along the m iddle T exas shoreline a nd consi sts of 
approximately 92 miles of Gulf of Mexico sho reline in Jefferson, Chambers, and Galveston Counties from 
Sabine P ass to San Luis Pass at th e we stem e nd of Galve ston Isla nd. T his study will address th e 
significant shoreline erosion occurring along the u pper Texas coast causing the destruction of nationally 
significant wetlands, loss of land, and damage to ho mes, commercial property, and State Highway 87. 
On September 1 3, 2008 Hurricane Ike moved directly over the entire study area with category two storm 
winds of 110 mph (sustained) and an estimated category four storm surge ranging between 10-15 feet 
above normal tides. The entire study area was significantly altered both physically and economically. The 
northern portion of the study area (Bol ivar Peninsula) was completely devastated. With the cha nges that 
occurred due to Ike, the study is practically back to day one. Prior to Ike homes were in eminent danger 
and up to 40, 000 area residents were being affected by shoreline erosion. The major problems identified 
in the reach to the n orth of Galve ston Bay are p otential d estruction of n ationally sig nificant wetlan ds; 
damage to h omes and commercial p roperty; and significant damage to State High way 87, caused by 
shoreline erosion. A Feasibility Cost Sharing Agreement (FCSA) was executed on 6 September 2001 . An 
amended FCSA to accommodate increased costs will need to be executed. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Senators Cornyn and Hutchison (both TX); Congres smen Poe (TX-2) 
and Paul (TX-14). 

DISTRICT: Galveston 
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FACT SHEET 
INVESTIGATIONS 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE : Ecosystem Restoration. 

PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Southeast Oklahoma Water Resource Study, Oklahoma. 

AUTHORIZATION : 1983 Supplemental Appropriations Act (PL 98-63). 

LOCATION : The region includes the southeast quadrant of Oklahoma, encompassing 29 
counties that comprise the Kiamichi River basin and other sub-basins of the Red River. 

DESCRIPTION : Regional water resources will be broadly analyzed to determine yield and the 
impacts of future use. The output will identify solutions to water resource problems, and will 
include a system approach to collaboratively develop existing, forecasted, and strategic 
information that will be integrated into the Oklahoma Comprehensive Water Plan. 


FY 2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA Study 

Estimated Federal Cost $ 3,586,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost $ 3,476,000 

Cash $ 2,733,000 

Other $ 743,000 

Total Estimated Cost $ 7,062,000 


Allocation thru (BY-2) FY 2008 
Allocation for (BY-I)FY 2009 
Allocation for FY 2010 
Balance to Complete after FY 2010 
Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% ( %) 


$ 480,000 
$ 311,000 

$ 233,000 
$ 2,562,000 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Funds provided will be used to examine water demand projections, 
conduct supply and gap analyses, and develop water allocation modeling tools. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE: FY2011. 


OTHER INFORMATION : The Oklahoma Water Resources Board is the non-federal sponsor for 
this project. This project remains a high priority project with the sponsor. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Senators Inhofe and Cobum, OK; Congressmen Boren (OK- 
2), Lucas (OK-3), Cole (OK-4), and Congresswoman Tallin (OK-5). 

DISTRICT: Tulsa 


1 February 2010 
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FACT SHEET 
INVESTIGATIONS 
Enacted Studies 

BUSINESS LINE : Environmental Restoration 
STUDY NAME : Southwest Arkansas, AR 

AUTHORIZATION : Red River Basin, AR. TX, LA, and OK Comprehensive Study Authority (PL 
98-63) 

LOCATION : The study area includ es part of four counties in Southwe st Arkansas in the Red 
River/Little Red River b asins. The area contains four Corps lakes, DeQueen, Dierks, Gillha m, 
and Millwood. 

DESCRIPTION : The watershed stud y would evaluate flood ing, irrigation, restoration of fish and 
wildlife habitat, water quality, and water releases for navigation and recreation. 


FY2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA Study 

Estimated Federal Cost $ 360,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost $ 360,000 

Cash $ 60,000 

Other $ 300,000 

Total Estimated Cost $ 720,000 

Allocation thru FY 2008 $ 0 

Allocation for FY 2009 $ 123,000 

Recovery Act Allocations to Date $ 0 

Allocation for FY 2010 $ 170 ,000 

Balance to Complete after FY2010 $ 67,000 


Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% (Not Applicable) 

FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : FY 2010 funds will be used to initiate t opographic su rveys, visua I 
surveys of the watersheds, and scoping of the environmental and economic work. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : The Feasi bility Phase is scheduled 
for completion in FY2013. 

OTHER INFORMATION : The project has been reformulated to lower the total cost of the study. 
Interest in this project by the sponsors and the public continues to be high, but the sponsors are 
not able to sign a Feasibility Cost Sharing Agreement (FCSA) due to state budget constraints. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Senators Lincoln and Pryor, AR; Representative Boozma n, 
AR-3. 


DISTRICT: Little Rock 
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FACT SHEET 
INVESTIGATIONS 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE : Ecosystem Restoration. 

PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Washita River Basin, Oklahoma. 

AUTHORIZATION : Red River and Tributaries above Denison Dam, Texas, Oklahoma, and 
New Mexico, House Resolution dated 25 Feb 1938; Senate Resolutions dated 18 Feb 1954 and 
19 Jun 1962. 

LOCATION : The Washita River basin covers 7790 square miles and is a tributary to the Red 
River in Oklahoma. It currently flows into Lake Texoma. 

DESCRIPTION : Regional water resources will be broadly analyzed to determine yield and the 
impacts of future use. The output will identify solutions to water resource problems and will 
include a system approach to collaboratively develop existing, forecasted, and strategic 
information that will be integrated into the Oklahoma Comprehensive Water Plan. 



FY 2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 

Studv 

Estimated Federal Cost $ 

1,432,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost $ 

1,250,000 

Cash 

$ 606,000 

Other 

$ 644,000 

Total Estimated Cost $ 

2,682,000 

Allocation thru (BY-2) FY 2008 

$ 330,000 

Allocation for (BY-1 ) FY 2009 

$ 191,000 

Allocation for FY 2010 

$ 171,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 

$ 558,000 


Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% ( %) 

FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Funds provided will be used to examine water demand projections, 
conduct supply and gap analyses, and develop water allocation modeling tools. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : FY2011. 

OTHER INFORMATION : Th Oklahoma Water Resources Board is the non-federal sponsor for 
this project. This project remains a high priority with the sponsor. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Senators In hofe and Coburn, OK; Congressmen Lucas ( OK- 
3), Cole (OK-4), and Congresswoman Fallin (OK-5). 

DISTRICT: Tulsa 
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CONSTRUCTION 
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FACT SHEET 
CONSTRUCTION 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE : Environment 

PROJECT NAME : Bosque River Watershed, TX 

AUTHORIZATION : WRDA 2007 (Public Law 110-114), Section 5139 

LOCATION : The Bosque River watershed covers more tha n 1 ,652 square miles in the Brazos 
River Basin, and contains 29 sub-watersheds. The river originates in Erath Cou nty north of 
Stephenville and flows through the cities o f Hico, Meridia n, Clifton a nd Valley Mills before 
entering Waco Lake approximately two miles west of the city of Waco, Texas. 

DESCRIPTION : This project is in tended to improve the ecosystem function of the Bosque 
River, its tributaries, an d adjacent land by developing a p Ian to reduce phosphor us, nitrogen, 
and microbial concentrations. In co njunction with the U.S. Department of Agriculture - Natural 
Resources Conservation Service (NRCS), the project includes implementation of environmental 
conservation practices to improve environmental and water quality. Gilmore Cree k and Tonk 
Creek are the two sub-watersheds identified for demonstration projects. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA ($000 ) 
Estimated Federal Cost 
Estimated Non-Federal Cost 
Cash 
Other 

Total Estimated Cost $ 


FY2010 
Construction 
$ 10,000,000 
$ 3,330,000 
$ 0 
$ 3,330,000 
13,330,000 


Allocation thru FY 2008 $ 0 

Allocation for FY 2009 $ 0 

Allocation for FY 2010 $ 100,000 

Recovery Act Allocations to Date $ 0 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 $ 9,900,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% ( %) N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES: Funds are being used to complete the Comprehensive Plan and Project 
Management Plan; exe cute the Project Partne rship Agreement; and initiate development of 
Conservation Plans for participating land owners in the demonstration project area. 


EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : Earliest attainable completion - 
Initial Assessment FY10. 


OTHER INFORMATION : None 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Edwards, TX-17 and Carter, TX-31 
DISTRICT: Fort Worth 


1 February 2010 
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FACT SHEET 
CONSTRUCTION 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE : Environment 

PROJECT NAME : Johnson Creek, Arlington, Upper Trinity Basin, Texas 

AUTHORIZATION : WRDA 99, Sec 101(b)(14); Energy and Water Appropriations Act, 2005, 
Section 134; WRDA 07, Section 5143; Consolidated Appropriations Act, 2008. 

LOCATION : The project is located along Johnson Creek in Arlington, Tarrant County, Texas, 
within the Upper Trinity River Basin. 

DESCRIPTION : The authorized project includes components of the project authorized in 1 999 
(buy-out of 140 structures for flood risk management, approximately 155 acres of ecosystem 
restoration, and 2.25 miles of hard surface trails, picnic facilities and a pavilion), in addition to 
construction of new bank stabilization, additional flood risk management, recreation, and habitat 
restoration measures along Johnson Creek. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA ($000 1 
Estimated Federal Cost 
Estimated Non-Federal Cost $ 

Cash 

Other 

Total Estimated Cost $ 


FY2010 
Construction 
$ 52,000,000 
28,000,000 
$ 7,749,000 
$20,251,000 
80,000,000 


Allocation thru FY 2008 
Allocation for FY 2009 
Allocation for FY 201 0 
Recovery Act Allocations to Date 
Balance to Complete after FY 2010 
Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% ( %) 


$ 19,598,000 
$ 1,914,000 
$ 1,417,000 
$ 0 
$29,071,000 
N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : FY 2010 funds are being used to continue evaluation of t he authorized 
project. 


EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : September 2017 

OTHER IN FORMATION : The C orps of En gineers is conducting an Environmental Impact 
Statement and Technica I Sufficiency Documentation of the authorized project, which includes 
the features of the new project developed by t he city. Th is new project, which includes the 
original 1999 authorization, received additional authorization in the Consolidated Appropriations 
Act, 2008. Estimated total cost of the project is $80,000,000. 


CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Barton, TX-6 


DISTRICT: Fort Worth 
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FACT SHEET 
CONSTRUCTION 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE : Environment 

PROJECT NAME : San Antonio Channel Improvement, Texas (Mission Reach) 


AUTHORIZATION : Senate Flood Control Act of 1954 and the WRDAs of 1976 (Sec 103), 1996 
(Sec 224) and 2000 (Sec 335) 

LOCATION : The San Antonio Channel Improvement project is lo cated within the city of San 
Antonio, Texas, along the San Antonio River and five of its tributaries. 


DESCRIPTION : The Mission Reach is an aquatic ecosystem resto ration project which uses 
fluvial geomorphic principles to restore 32 pool-riffle-run se quences (99 acres), 15 backwater 
nursery habitats (12 acr es), eight acres of bott omiand hardwoods, and 320 acres of riparian 
woodland along an eig ht mile reach of the pr eviously channelized S an Antonio River. Th e 
project includes an ancillary recreational opport unity for low impact interaction and learning by 
the local community through 55,800 linear feet of multi-purpose interpretive trail. These 
ecological and recreational items will provide a sustainable restoration of the river’s ecosystem 
as an integr al part of th e community’s historica I and cultura I foundation, while maintaining the 
existing level of flood risk mitigation provided by the previous channelization. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA (SOOO l 
Estimated Federal Cost 
Estimated Non-Federal Cost 
Cash 
Other 

Total Estimated Cost $ 


FY2010 
Construction 
$ 122,850,000 
$ 72,150,000 
$ 65,750,000 
$ 6,400,000 

195,000,000 


Allocation thru FY 2008 
Allocation for FY 2009 
Allocation for FY 2010 
Recovery Act Allocations to Date 
Balance to Complete after FY 2010 
Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% ( %) 


$ 17,876,000 
$ 10,000,000 
$ 3,028,000 

$ 25,400,000 
$ 66,546,000 
N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Funds rece ived in FY 2010, along with FY 20 09 carryover funds an d 
accelerated local sponsor funds, are being used to fully award the Phase 2b base contract, with 
unfunded options for construction of Phases 2c and 3. Remaining funds will be used to 
complete design of Phase 4 and woody vegetation design for all Phases. 


EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : September 2015 


OTHER INFORMATION : Project includes ecosystem restoration and recreation ben efits. The 
authorized flood damage reduction measures were completed in FY 2002. 


CONGRESSIONAL iNTEREST : Gonzalez, TX-20; Smith, TX-21; Rodriguez, TX-23; Cuellar, 
TX-28. 


DISTRICT: Fort Worth District 
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CONTINUING 
AUTHORITIES PROGRAM 
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FACT SHEET 
CONSTRUCTION 

CONTINUING AUTHORITIES PROGRAM 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE : Environment 

PROJECT NAME : Big Cypress Bayou Fish and Wildlife Habitat Restoration, TX 

AUTHORIZATION : WRDA 1986 (Public Law 99-662), Section 1135, as amended 

LOCATION : The project is lo cated in Marion County in northeast Texas. The spe cific project 
area is loca ted on the west bank of Big Cypress Bayou within the city of Jefferson, Texas, 
approximately 14 miles downstream of Lake O’ the Pines. 


DESCRIPTION : The riparian component of the project includes reforestation, urban wildscape, 
emergent wetlands, and education and interpretive trails, a nd the aqua tic component includes 
development of instrea m spawning and nurser y habitat. Full implementation of t he project is 
projected to provide a gain of approximately 17,925 average annual habit at units (AAHU) in the 


area. 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 
Estimated Federal Cost 
Estimated Non-Federal Cost 
Cash 
Other 

Total Estimated Cost 


FY 2010 
Construction 
$ 4,196,000 

$ 1,396,000 

$ 500,000 

$ 896,000 

$ 5,592,000 


Allocation thru FY 2008 
Allocation for FY 2009 
Allocation for FY 2010 
Recovery Act Allocations to Date 
Balance to Complete after FY 2010 
Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% ( %) 


$ 2,746,000 

$ 0 

$ 1,450,000 

$ 0 

$ 0 

N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES: It is anticipated that the FY 20 10 funds allocation will fully fund 
construction of the remaining components of the project. 


EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : Septembe r 2015 is th e scheduled 
completion date for the design and implementation phase. 


OTHER INFORMATION : Construct ion and oper ation of L ake O’ the Pin es cau sed significant 
degradation to the in-st ream and bottomland h ardwood ecosystems a ssociated with the Big 
Cypress Ba you downst ream of th e Ferrells Bridge Da m. Construction for the in-stream 
component of this project was completed in July 2008. 


CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST: Gohmert, TX-1 


DISTRICT: Fort Worth 


1 February 2010 
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FACT SHEET 
CONSTRUCTION 
Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS LINE : Ecosystem Restoration - CAP Sec. 1135. 

PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Garden City Ecosystem Restoration, KS. 

AUTHORIZATION : Section 1 135 of WRDA 1986, as amended (Continuing Authority — 
Habitat Restoration) 

LOCATION : Garden City, Kansas is located in Finney County in the southwestern part of 
the state about 200 miles west of Wichita, Kansas. 

DESCRIPTION : The Arkansas River flows along the southern end of Garden City. 

Since the establishment of the John Martin Dam and Reservoir, flow in the Arkansas 
River in western Kansas has been erratic. Previously existing wetlands along the river 
were lost as river flows were reduced. The city of Garden City, KS, would be the non- 


Federal sponsor. 

FY 2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA Feasibility 

Estimated Federal Cost $ 375,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost $ 125,000 

Cash $ 125,000 

Other $ 0 

Total Estimated Cost $ 500,000 

Allocation thru (BY-2) FY 2008 $ 247,000 

Allocation for (BY-1 ) FY 2009 $ 0 

Recovery Act Allocations to Date $ 0 

Allocation for FY 2010 $ 75,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 $ 53,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Funds in the amount of $75,000 will allow execution of the 
feasibility cost sharing agreement and resumption of feasibility study efforts to determine 
a viable solution to restoring the wetland habitat along the Arkansas River could be 
implemented within existing Federal authorities. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : FY2011. 

OTHER INFORMATION : The proposed ecosystem restoration project focuses on 
riparian corridor habitat restoration along the Arkansas River at Garden City, Kansas. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Senators Brownback and Roberts, KS; Congressman 
Moran, KS-1. 

DISTRICT : Tulsa 


1 February 2010 
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FACT SHEET 
CONSTRUCTION 

CONTINUING AUTHORITIES PROGRAM (CAP) 

Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS LINE : Environmental Protection & Ecosystem Restoration 
PROJECT NAME : Keith Lake Fish Pass, Texas 

AUTHORIZATION : Section 1135 of the Water Resource Development Act of 1996, as amended. 

LOCATION : The project is located in southeastern Jefferson County, Texas, approximately 15 miles 
south of Port Arthur and intersects State Highway 87. The pass is positioned approximately 0.3 miles 
south of the GIWW and on the west bank of the Sabine-Neches Ship channel, south of Port Arthur. The 
pass connects Keith Lake to Port Arthur Canal. 

DESCRIPTION : The study is addressing the loss of further habitat by reducing the amount of saltwater 
intrusion and decreasing high energy inflows that are entering the marsh through the Keith Lake Kish 


Pass. 

FY2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA Feasibility 

Estimated Federal Cost $ 680,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 0 

Cash 0 

Other 0 

Total Estimated Cost $ 680,000 

Allocation thru FY 2008 $ 280,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 0 

Allocation for FY 20 10 400,000 

Recovery Act Allocations to Date 0 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 $ 0 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% N/A 


FY2010 ACTIVITIES : FY 2010 activities include completion of the Detailed Project Report (DPR) and 
submission to SWD for approval, 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : The earliest attainable completion date for 
feasibility is 2012. 

OTHER INFORMATION : In April 2002, Jefferson County requested assistance under Section 206 of the 
Water Resources Development Act of 1996(PL 104-303), as amended, to investigate the erosion at Keith 
Lake Fish Pa ss and the a ssociated degrading ecosystem. Further analy sis determined that the marsh 
has b een ad versely affect ed by saltwa ter intru sion and high -energy inflows from the adja cent 40 foot 
deep Port Arthur Canal, a part of the Sabine-Neches Waterway Federal navigation project. A Preliminary 
Restoration Plan wa s completed in May 2002. The feasibility study wa s initiated in January 2 003, 
continued through 2004, and then placed on hold for the last five years until FY 2010 when Federal funds 
were received. The success of the p roposed project will achieve public, economic and natural resource 
benefits which include: restoring hydrologic conditions necessary to preserve the marsh system; restoring 
the habitat value of a significant m arsh e cosystem; increa sing reve nue for hu nting, fishing and 
ecotourism; and enhancing public awareness of the value of marsh habitat. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Senators Cornyn and Hutchison (TX); Congressman Poe (TX-2) 

DISTRICT: Galveston 
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FACT SHEET 
CONSTRUCTION 

CONTINUING AUTHORITIES PROGRAM 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE : Environment 
PROJECT NAME : Lew/isville Lake, Frisco, TX 

AUTHORIZATION : WRDA 1986 (Public Law 99-662), Section 1135, as amended 

LOCATION : Lake Lewisville is I ocated in the southern portion of Denton County, Texas , 
approximately 25 miles northwest of the city of Da lias. The project area is located on privately 
owned land along the lower reaches of Hackberry Creek and Stewart Creek on the east side of 
the lake. 

DESCRIPTION : The value of th e aquatic and riparian habitat along the creeks t hat feed into 
Lewisville Lake have been negativ ely impacted by urban encroachm ent. The rec ommended 
plan consist s of refore station of a pproximately 57 acres providing linkage among existing 
riparian an d bottomland hardwood habitat, a nd construction of a series of we tiand cells 
comprising a total of 39 acres. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 
Estimated Federal Cost 
Estimated Non-Federal Cost 
Cash 
Other 

Total Estimated Cost 


FY2010 
Construction 
$ 1,853,000 

$ 615,000 

$ 0 

$ 615,000 

$ 2,468,000 


Allocation thru FY 2008 
Allocation for FY 2009 
Allocation for FY 2010 
Recovery Act Allocations to Date 
Balance to Complete after FY 2010 
Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% ( %) 


$ 178,000 

$ 64,000 

$ 286,000 

$ 0 

$ 1,325,000 

N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES: Funds will be used to complete detailed design. 


EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : September 2014, 


OTHER INFORMATION : Per an ag reement with the city of Frisco, Texas, as the n on-Federal 
sponsor, th e city would agree to waive credit or reimbursement for a pproximately $2,400,000 
above the 2 5 percent non-Federal cost share requirement for ecosystem restoration, for real 
estate acquisition costs. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Burgess, TX-26 
DISTRICT: Fort Worth 
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FACT SHEET 
CONSTRUCTION 

CONTINUING AUTHORITIES PROGRAM (CAP) 
Enacted Studies 


BUSINESS LINE : Ecosystem Restoration 

STUDY NAME : Millwood Lake, Grassy Lake, Arkansas 

AUTHORIZATION : Section 1135, WRDA 1986, as amended; HR 108-212, ERWA 06; Omnibus 
2008 - SR 65, CR Named 6h 

LOCATION : Grassy Lake, a pristine wetland, is just downstream of Millwood Dam along Yellow 
Creek in Hempstead County in southwest Arkansas. 

DESCRIPTION : The Red River Basin dams reduced the beneficial flooding of Grassy Lake and 
contributed to the area’s degradati on. The study will determine if there is a federal and local 
interest in t he environmental restoration of the area’s privately-owne d hunt club s and a sta te 
wildlife management area. 

FY 2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA Design and Implementation 


Estimated Federal Cost 

$ 

800,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 

$ 

0 

Cash 

$ 

0 

Other 

$ 

0 

Total Estimated Cost 

$ 

800,000 

Allocation thru FY 2008 

$ 

594,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 

$ 

25,000 

Recovery Act Allocations to Date 

$ 

0 

Allocation for FY 2010 

$ 

0 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 

$ 

181,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 


N/A’' 

’'BC ratio is not applicable for Section 1135 CAP projects 

FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : FY 2010 funds will be used to complete the feasibil ity phase of this 

project. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE: 

: The earliest attainable completion 


for the design and implementation phase is FY 2012. 

OTHER INFORMATION : None. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Senators Lincoln and Pryor, AR: Representative Ross, AR-4. 
DISTRICT: Little Rock 
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FACT SHEET 
CONSTRUCTION 

CONTINUING AUTHORITIES PROGRAM (CAP) 

Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS LINE : Environmental Protection & Ecosystem Restoration, Aquatic Ecosystem Restoration 
PROJECT NAME : Moses Lake, T exas 

AUTHORIZATION : Section 206 of the Water Resources Development Act of 1996, as amended. 

LOCATION : The project area is within the 2,303-acre Texas City Prairie Preserve (TCPP), owned and 
managed by Texas Nature Conservancy (TNC), the non-Federal Sponsor. 

DESCRIPTION : The study is addressing erosion protection along the Galveston Bay Prairie Preserve at 


Moses Lake. 

FY 2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA Feasibility 

Estimated Federal Cost $ 225,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 0 

Cash 0 

Other 0 

Total Estimated Cost $ 225,000 

Allocation thru FY 2008 $ 65,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 0 

Allocation for FY 2010 160,000 

Recovery Act Allocations to Date 0 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 $ 0 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : FY 2010 activities include completion of the Detailed Project Report and 
submission to SWD for approval. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : The earliest attainable completion date for 
feasibility Is 2010. 

OTHER INFORMATION : Texas Nature Conservancy has a goal of protecting approximately 4,000 linear 
feet of shore line on the T exas City Prairie Preserv e in ord er to pr otect existing habitat f or the mo st 
endangered bird species in the United States, the Attwater Prairi e Chicken. Approximately 1,600 linea r 
feet of p rotection has been constructed by TNC (referred to as the Phase I Project), with the remaining 
portion (approximately 2,400 feet) bein g requested as part of this Section 2 06 project. T he Preliminary 
Restoration Plan was completed in 2004. Th e project has been on hold awaiting funds for the past 5 
years. Fund s we re re ceived in FY 2010 to co mplete the feasibility phase and prepa re plans an d 
specifications. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Senators Comyn and Hutchison (TX); Congressman Paul (TX-14) 
DISTRICT: Galveston 


1 February 2010 
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FACT SHEET 
CONSTRUCTION 

CONTINUING AUTHORITIES PROGRAM 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE : Environment 
PROJECT NAME : Nueces Delta and Bay, TX 

AUTHORIZATION : WRDA 1992 (Public Law 102-580), Section 204, as amended by WRDA 
2007 (Public Law 110-114), Section 2037 

LOCATION : The Nueces River basin lies in the southern part of Texas and enters Nueces Bay 
near Corpus Christi, Texas. The upper limits of the study a rea include Choke Canyon Lake, a 
reservoir located on the Frio River just upstream of the confluence with the Nueces River, and 
Lake Corpus Christi, a reservoir located downstr earn of Choke Canyon. The lower limits of the 
study area include the Nueces Delta and Nueces and Corpus Christi Bays. 


DESCRIPTION : Resource specialists with expertise in the Nueces Delta and the Nueces and 
Corpus Christi Bays have identified sediment problems and opportunities within the lower 
Nueces watershed. This study would establish a coa lition of sta keholders t o develop a 
Regional Sediment Management Plan. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 
Estimated Federal Cost 
Estimated Non-Federal Cost 
Cash 
Other 

Total Estimated Cost 


FY2010 
Construction 
$ 350,000 

$ 0 

$ 0 

$ 0 

$ 350,000 


Allocation thru FY 2008 
Allocation for FY 2009 
Allocation for FY 2010 
Recovery Act Allocations to Date 
Balance to Complete after FY 2010 
Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% ( %) 


$ 0 

$ 200,000 

$ 150,000 

$ 0 

$ 0 

N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES: Funds carried over from FY 2009 and 2010 will be used t o establish a 
coalition of interested stakeholders, to analyze sediment problems and opportunities in the delta 
and bays, and to develop a regional sediment manage ment plan that includ es 
recommendations to help resolve some of the major i ssues or to take advantage of 
opportunities. 


EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE: September 201 1 


OTHER INFORMATION : None 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Ortiz, TX-27 and Hinojosa, TX-1 5 
DISTRICT: Fort Worth 


1 February 2010 
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FACT SHEET 
CONSTRUCTION 

CONTINUING AUTHORITIES PROGRAM 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE : Environment 

PROJECT NAME : Old Trinity River Channel Wildlife Restoration, Dallas, TX 

AUTHORIZATION : WRDA 1986 (Public Law 99-662), Section 1135, as amended 

LOCATION : The project is lo cated in proximity to a portion of the old T rinity River located 
downstream of the co nfluence of the West and Elm Forks of the T rinit y River, ab out 8 miles 
west of downtown Dallas, Texas. The old Trinit y River channel is a re mnant of the Trinity River 
that existed prior to construction of the Dallas Floodway proj ect and now serves to c ollect local 
drainage. 

DESCRIPTION : The recommende d plan con sists of resto ration of 23 .93 acres of emergent 
wetlands, improvement of the quality of the habitat on 28.42 acres of bottomland hardwood and 
mixed deciduous forest stands, and reforestation of 53.48 acres of open space to bottomland 
hardwoods. The plan also identified the relocation of a ped estrian bridge and a recreation hike 
and bike trail. The non-Federal sponsor is the city of Dallas. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 
Estimated Federal Cost 
Estimated Non-Federal Cost 
Cash 
Other 

Total Estimated Cost 


FY2010 
Construction 
$ 2,312,000 

$ 764,000 

$ 300,000 

$ 464,000 

$ 3,076,000 


Allocation thru FY 2008 
Allocation for FY 2009 
Allocation for FY 2010 
Recovery Act Allocations to Date 
Balance to Complete after FY 2010 
Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% ( %) 


$ 276,000 

$ 44,000 

$ 306,000 

$ 0 

$ 1,686,000 

N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES: Funds will be used to execute the Project Partnership Agreement and 
fully fund detailed design. 


EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : Scheduled completion date for the 
design and implementation phase is December 2014. 


OTHER INFORMATION : None 
CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Johnson, TX-30 


DISTRICT: Fort Worth 


1 February 2010 
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FACT SHEET 
CONSTRUCTION 

CONTINUING AUTHORITIES PROGRAM 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE : Environment 

PROJECT NAME : Rio Grande Ecosystem Restoration, Laredo, TX 

AUTHORIZATION : WRDA 1996 (Public Law 104-303), Section 206, as amended 

LOCATION : The city of Laredo is located in south Texas, approximately 160 miles southwest of 
San Antonio. The proje ct area is w ithin the city limits of La redo, adjacent to the Rio Grande 
River along a 90 degree bend in the southwest portion of the city. The project is approximately 
1 30 acres in size. 

DESCRIPTION : The p reject area has been adversely impacted due to gravel quarrying and 
subsequent infestations of exotic p lants. Th e recommended plan wo uid help to restore the 
degraded ecosystem by enlarging existing wetlands, removing exotic plants, revegetating th e 
existing aqu atic and ter restrial syst ems with nat ive plants species, a nd restrictin g vehicular 
access to the area. Imp lamentation of the proj ect would su bstantially improve habi tat for local 
wildlife, in eluding three federally endangered species and several sta te-listed threatened an d 
endangered species. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 
Estimated Federal Cost 
Estimated Non-Federal Cost 
Cash 
Other 

Total Estimated Cost 


FY2010 
Construction 
$ 3,575,000 

$ 1,925,000 

$ 1,075,000 

$ 850,000 

$ 5,500,000 


Allocation thru FY 2008 
Allocation for FY 2009 
Allocation for FY 2010 
Recovery Act Allocations to Date 
Balance to Complete after FY 2010 
Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% ( %) 


$ 349,000 

$ 23,000 

$ 78,000 

$ 0 

$ 3,125,000 

N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES: Funds received in FY 2010 will be used to complete the feasibility phase 
of the project. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLE TION FY FOR PHASE : Scheduled completion of the 
feasibility phase is September 2010. 


OTHER INFORMATION : None 
CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST: Cuellar, TX-28 


DISTRICT: Fort Worth 


1 February 2010 
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FACT SHEET 
CONSTRUCTION 

ONTINUING AUTHORITIES PROGRAM 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE : Environment 

PROJECT NAME : Spring Lake Aquatic Ecosystem Restoration, San Marcos, TX 

AUTHORIZATION : WRDA 1996 (Public Law 104-303), Section 206, as amended 

LOCATION : The city of San Marcos is lo cated in south-central Texas in Hays County, 
approximately 40 miles northeast of San Antonio. The project site includes areas within the 
Aquarena Center, Spring Lake and the Texas State University golf course. 

DESCRIPTION : The recommended plan would restore valuable aquatic and floodplain habitats 
throughout the Spring Lake area, which has be en degraded by the construction, o peration and 
existence of the Aquarena Center, the surround ing golf cou rse and oth er urban developments. 
Structures and faciliti es associ ated with the Aquarena Center wo uid be removed, native 
grassland h abitat would be restor ed on the peninsula, a vegetated buffer zon e would be 
established between the golf course and the lake, and exotic vegetation along th e lake shore 
would be removed. Th e restoration project would help restore and protect sensitive habitat for 
five federally listed species. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 
Estimated Federal Cost 
Estimated Non-Federal Cost 
Cash 
Other 

Total Estimated Cost 

Allocation thru FY 2008 
Allocation for FY 2009 
Allocation for FY 2010 
Recovery Act Allocations to Date 
Balance to Complete after FY 2010 
Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% ( %) 

FY 2010 ACTIVITIES: Funds will be used 
construction. 


FY2010 
Construction 
$ 1,798,000 

$ 963,000 

$ 415,000 

$ 548,000 

$ 2,761,000 

$ 628,000 

$ 0 

$ 1,170,000 

$ 0 

$ 0 

N/A 

to complete design and fully fund project 


EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : September 2015 
OTHER INFORMATION : None 
CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Doggett, TX-25 
DISTRICT: Fort Worth 


1 February 2010 
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INVESTIGATIONS 


1 February 2010 
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FACT SHEET 
CONSTRUCTION 

CONTINUING AUTHORITIES PROGRAM (CAP) 

Enacted Studies and Projects 

BUSINESS LINE: Environmental Protection & Ecosystem Restoration 
PROJECT NAME : Taylors Bayou, Port Arthur, Texas 

AUTHORIZATION : Section 1 1 35 of the Water Resource Development Act of 1 996, as amended. 

LOCATION : The watershed of Taylor's Bayou is in the extreme southeast corner of Texas adjoining the 
basins of the Neches River and Sabine Lake on the east. The structure is located approximately 1 mile 
west of the intersection of Taylor’s Bayou and Salt Bayou, and east of the Big Hill Unit of the J.D, 
Murphree Wildlife Management Area in Port Arthur, Jefferson County, Texas, 

DESCRIPTION : The study is addressing replacement of a saltwater barrier to protect the bayou and 


marsh from saltwater intrusion. 

FY2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA Feasibility 

Estimated Federal Cost $ 820,000 

Estimated Non-Federai Cost 0 

Cash 0 

Other 0 

Total Estimated Cost $820,000 

Allocation thru FY 2008 $ 420,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 0 

Allocation for FY 2010 400,000 

Recovery Act Allocations to Date 0 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 $ 0 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : FY 201 0 activities include completion of the Detailed Project Report and 
submission to SWD for approval. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : The earliest attainable completion date for 
feasibility is 2012. 

OTHER INF ORMATION : In April 200 1, Jefferson County Waterway and Navigation District requested 
assistance u nder Sectio n 206 of the Wate r Res ources Devel opment Act of 1996(PL 104-303 ), as 
amended, o r Section 11 35 forth e replacement of an existing saltwater barrier stru cture on Taylor’s 
Bayou. The structure, constructed in or around 1946, is in considerable disrepair and could potentially fail 
at any time, A feasibility study was initiated in 2003 and continued through 2005, there after placed on 
hold awaiting funding, which was received in FY 2010. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Senators Cornyn and Hutchison (TX); Congressman Poe (TX-2) 
DISTRICT: Galveston 


1 February 2010 
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FACT SHEET 
CONSTRUCTION 

CONTINUING AUTHORITIES PROGRAM 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE : Environment 
PROJECT NAME : Walnut Branch, Seguin, TX 

AUTHORIZATION : WRDA 1996 (Public Law 104-303), Section 206, as amended 

LOCATION : The project is lo cated in the cent ral Texas city of Seguin. Walnut Branch runs 
through the center of the city from New Braunfels Street (FM 78) downstream to Austin Street 
(Loop 123). 

DESCRIPTION : The upper reach (from New Braunfels Street to Dolle Street) is an existing 
Corps of Engineers flo od damage reduction project. The central portion of Walnut Branch 
(Dolle Street to Court Street) has incurred cha nnel modifications for flood damage reduction 
purposes. The lower portion of the creek (Court Stree t to the confluence) flows through 

downtown and is a spring-fed, deeply incised channel. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 
Estimated Federal Cost 
Estimated Non-Federal Cost 
Cash 
Other 

Total Estimated Cost 


FY2010 
Construction 
$ 5,000,000 

$ 2,589,000 

$ 0 
$ 2,589,000 

$ 7,589,000 


Allocation thru FY 2008 
Allocation for FY 2009 
Allocation for FY 2010 
Recovery Act Allocations to Date 
Balance to Complete after FY 2010 
Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% ( %) 


$ 253,000 

$ 0 

$ 335,000 

$ 0 

$ 4,412,000 

N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES: Funds will be used to fully fund detailed design. 


EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : Scheduled completion of the design 
and implementation phase is December 2014. 


OTHER INFORMATION : The reco mmended plan would restore the riparian corridor, stream 
riffle-pool complexes a nd vegetation within Walnut Branch to a less degraded, more natura I 
condition. The restora tion will be nefit all resident and migratory wildlife along the stream 
corridor. The non-Federal sponsor is the city of Seguin. 


CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Cuellar, TX-28 


DISTRICT: Fort Worth 


1 February 2010 
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FACT SHEET 
CONSTRUCTION 

CONTINUING AUTHORITIES PROGRAM 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE : Environment 
PROJECT NAME : WWTP, Stephenville, TX 

AUTHORIZATION : WRDA 1996 (Public Law 104-303), Section 206, as amended 

LOCATION : The city ofStephe nville is located in nor th central Texas in Erath County, 
approximately 63 miles southwest of Fort Worth, Texas. The project area is located at two sites 
along the North Bosque River. On e site, adja cent to the Stephenville Wastewater Treatment 
Plant, is ap proximately 56.6 acres and includes large, ab andoned sludge drying beds. Th e 
second site, totaling 8.3 acres, is a long an ap proximate 0 .5-mile stretch of the river located 
within the Stephenville City Park. 

DESCRIPTION : The recommended plan would create approximately 52.4 acres of emergent 
wetland habitat, create and restore approximately 18.4 acres of riparian corridor and bottomland 
hardwood habitat, and restore approximately 5.82 acres of instream aquatic habitat and water 
quality benefits within th e North Bosque River. The remaining acres of existing habitat within 
the project area would become more valuable by reducing the fragmented nature of the existing 
habitat and restoring a contiguous riparian corridor. 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 
Estimated Federal Cost 
Estimated Non-Federal Cost 
Cash 
Other 

Total Estimated Cost 


FY2010 
Construction 
$ 2,002,000 
$ 1,078,000 

$ 686,000 

$ 392,000 

$ 3,080,000 


Allocation thru FY 2008 
Allocation for FY 2009 
Allocation for FY 2010 
Recovery Act Allocations to Date 
Balance to Complete after FY 2010 
Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% ( %) 


$ 502,000 

$ 0 

$ 1 ,500,000 

$ 0 

$ 0 

N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES: Funds will be used to execute a Project Partnership Agreement and fully 
fund project construction. 


EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE: 2011 


OTHER INFORMATION : None 
CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Carter, TX-31 


DISTRICT: Fort Worth 


1 February 2010 
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WATER SUPPLY 


1 February 2010 
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INVESTIGATIONS 


1 February 2010 
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FACT SHEET 
INVESTIGATIONS 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE : Water Supply 
STUDY NAME : Middle Brazos River, Texas 

AUTHORIZATION : Senate Resolutions, 12 August 1954 and 31 July 2007 

LOCATION : The study area is located within the middle portion of the Brazos River basin, 
which is bounded on the northwest by the Clear Fork of the Brazos River and on the southeast 
by Yegua Creek, and includes all or part of 32 counties. 

DESCRIPTION : The basin has experienced a variety of water resource problems including 
flooding, ecosystem degradation, water supply and water quality. The Systems Assessment 
Interim Feasibility Study provides a comprehensive assessment of Federal reservoir operations 
to determine if more optimal uses of existing water resources are possible. 




FY2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA fSOOOl 


Studv 

Estimated Federal Cost 

$ 

3,225,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost $ 


2,647,000 

Cash 

$ 

2,002,000 

Other 

$ 

645,000 

Total Estimated Cost $ 


5,872,000 

Allocation thru FY 2008 

$ 

1,588,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 

$ 

0 

Allocation for FY 2010 

$ 

224,000 

Recovery Act Allocations to Date 

$ 

0 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 

$ 

1,413,000 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 


N/A 


FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Appropriated funds are being used to continue reallocation studies for 
Aquilla Lake to address immediate water needs in the upper basin, to initiate investigations of 
potential impacts of system operations within the lower basin, and formulate alternatives to 
mitigate for reduced downstream flows in the lower basin. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : September 2013 

OTHER INFORMATION : None 

CONGRESSIONAL I NTEREST : McCaul, TX -10; Conaway, TX-1 1 ; Granger, TX -12; 
Thornberry, TX-13; Edwards, TX-17; Neugebauer, TX-19; and Carter, TX-31 

DISTRICT: Fort Worth 
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CONSTRUCTION 


1 February 2010 
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FACT SHEET 
CONSTRUCTION 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE : Water Supply. 

PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Red River Chloride Control Project, TX and OK. 

AUTHORI21ATION : Section 203, Flood Control Act of 1966, amended by Section 201 , Flood 
Control Act of 1970, Section 1 107(a), Water Resources Development Act of 1986, and Section 
31 36 of the Water Resources Development Act of 2007. 

LOCATION : The Red River Chloride Control Project is located in northwest TX & southwest OK. 

DESCRIPTION : This project is designed to control natural chloride brine emissions at ten major 
source areas to improve water quality for municipal, industrial, and agricultural use. 
Improvements include construction of low flow dams, pump stations, and diversion pipelines to 
impoundment facilities. This project is a select major water strategy of the 2007 Texas Water 
Plan for the region and the state of Oklahoma supports the Area VI reevaluation effort currently 
underway. 

FY2010 



Wichita Basin 


Area VI 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA 

Construction 

Construction 

Estimated Federal Cost 

$ 

82,614,000 

$ 

5,514,000 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost 

$ 

0 

$ 

0 

Cash 

$ 

0 

$ 

0 

Other 

$ 

0 

$ 

0 

Total Estimated Cost 

$ 

82,614,000 

$ 

5,5140,000 

Allocation thru FY 2008 

$ 

13,668,000 

$ 

1,531,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 

$ 

1,431,000 

$ 

770,000 

Allocation for FY 2010 

$ 

944,000 

$ 

388,000 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 

$ 

66,571,000 

$ 

2,825,000 


Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% 1.41 N/A 

FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : Construction funds will be used to acquire the remaining rights-of-way 
for Area VII, continue environmental monitoring requirements, and continue reevaluation efforts 
on the Elm Fork, Area VI element of the project. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : The earliest attainable completion 
of the Wichita Basin element of the project is FY2016. The earliest attainable completion of the 
reevaluation effort for the Area VI portion of the project is FY201 5. 

OTHER INFORMATION : Corps participation in the project is inconsistent with Administration 
policy. As such, no portion of the project is eligible for inclusion in the Army Civil Works annual 
budget. Implementation will be limited to the work that can be accomplished within funds 
provided by Congress. 

CONGRESSIONAL IN TEREST : Senators Inhofe and Coburn, OK; Senators Cornyn and 
Hutchison, TX; Congressmen Lucas (OK-3) and Thomberry (TX-13). 

DISTRICT: Tulsa 


1 February 2010 
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MAINTENANCE 
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FACT SHEET 

OPERATIONS & MAINTENANCE 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE : Navigation 

PROJECT/STUDY NAME : GIWW, Chocolate Bayou, TX 

AUTHORIZATION : House Document 217, 89th Congress, 1st Session 

LOCATION : This navigation project is located between Galveston and Freeport in Brazoria 
County, Texas. 

DESCRIPTION : The p roject provides a shallow draft channel fro m the Gulf Intracoast al 
Waten/vay at Mile 376 through Chocolate Bay and Chocolate Bayou to a point 8.2 miles north of 
the Gulf Intracoastal Watenway . The project dimensions are 1 2 x 1 25 feet. 


FY 2010 

SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA O&M 

Estimated Federal Cost NA 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost NA 

Cash NA 

Other NA 

Total Estimated Cost NA 

Allocation thru FY 2008 NA 

Allocation for FY 2009 $5,662,000 

Allocation for FY 2010 $1,631,000 

Recovery Act Allocations To Date $ 0 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 NA 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% NA 


^ Includes $3,000,000 Supplemental Funds 

FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : FY 09 activities were to dredge the channel to advanced maintenance 
depth. Pending resolution with the natural resource agencies, this included expanding 
Placement Area (PA) No. 4 to contain the additional shoaling from Hurricane Ike, scheduled 
now for a January 2010 award, FY 10 activities include the construction needed to 
incrementally increase PA 1A ($1,631,000) to provide one cycle of maintenance capacity. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : NA 

OTHER INFORMATION : The amount of shoaling on this channel has been on a four-year 
cycle. A change in the estuary hydrodynamics has changed this to a two-to-three year cycle 
and the existing capacity in the upland placement areas is now all consumed by dredging the 
increase in shoaling. Use of limited Beneficial Use areas will be gone after the FY 1 0 dredging 
project and the resource agencies can not agree on locations for additional Beneficial Use 
areas. Additional capacity is needed and can be accomplished by expanding existing PA 1A. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Senators Hutchison and Cornyn (TX), Representative 
Paul (TX-14) 

DISTRICT: Galveston 


1 February 2010 
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FACT SHEET 

OPERATIONS AND MAINTENANCE 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE : Navigation 

PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Channel to Hariingen, TX 

AUTHORIZATION : House Document 402, 77"' Congress, Session 

LOCATION : The Channel to Harlingen is located in the vicinity of Rio Hondo and Harlingen in 
Cameron and Willacy Counties, Texas. 

DESCRIPTION : The project con sists of a cha nnel 25.8 miles long. Th e channel extends from 
its jun ction with the main channel of the Gulf Intracoastal Water way throug h the Arroyo 
Colorado to the turning basin at Harlingen. It also include s a barge-mooring ba sin near the 
channel's junction with the Gulf Intracoastal Waterway. Authorized Channel Dimensions are 12 
feet by 125 feet. 

FY 2010 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA O&M 

Estimated Federal Cost NA 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost NA 

Cash NA 

Other NA 

Total Estimated Cost NA 

Allocation thru FY 2008 $2,700,000 

Allocation for FY 2009 $4,500,000 

Allocation for FY 201 0 $2,033,000 

Recovery Act Allocations To Date $ 0 

Balance to Complete after FY 2010 NA 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% NA 


All Supplemental Funding 

FY 2010 ACTIVITIES : FY 10 activities include the limited rehabilitation of Placement Area (PA) 
23, repairs to PA 15 and 17, as well as incremental levee raising and addressing encroachment 
concerns at PA 7, PA 8, and PA 4. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : N/A 

OTHER IN FORMATION : PA 7 a nd 8 have encroachment issues a nd only par t of PA 8 is 
accessible and usable for placement of dredged material. Over 90% of all fertilizer product s 
and 70% of all gasoline products for south Texas arrive by barge through the Port of Harlingen. 
Maintenance of the project is a Fed eral responsibility. Without usable PA’s, this project will not 
be maintained due to lack of disposal capacity 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Senators Cornyn and Hutchison (TX); Representative Ortiz 
(TX-27). 

DISTRICT: Galveston 
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FACT SHEET 

OPERATIONS & MAINTENANCE 
Enacted Studies and Projects 


BUSINESS LINE : Navigation 

PROJECT/STUDY NAME : Trinity River and Tributaries, TX 

th nd 

AUTHORIZATION : House Document 634, 79 Congress, 2 Session 

LOCATION : The Trinity River Project is located in Liberty and Chambers County, TX. 

DESCRIPTION : The Trinity River project is a 47 -mile shallow draft watenvay beginning with the 
Anahuac Channel (5.6 miles) from upper Trinit y Bay to the mouth of T rinity River at Anahuac, 
Texas. From the mout h of Trinity River, the Channel to Liberty proceeds for 41 .4 miles along 
the meande rs of the Trinity River to the Port of Liberty. T he project also include s the 9-foot 
Channel to Smith Point. 

FY 2010 


SUMMARIZED FINANCIAL DATA O&M 

Estimated Federal Cost NA 

Estimated Non-Federal Cost NA 

Cash NA 

Other NA 

Total Estimated Cost NA 

Allocation thru FY 2008 NA 

Allocation for FY 2009 $974,000 

Allocation for FY 2010 $953,000 

Recovery Act Allocations To Date $ 0 

Balance to Complete after FY 201 0 NA 

Benefit to Cost Ratio @ 7% NA 


FY2010A CTIVITIES : FY09 and FY10 funds are being combined to dredge th e Anahuac 
Channel to project depth only. Contract award Is scheduled for April 2010. 

EARLIEST ATTAINABLE COMPLETION FY FOR PHASE : N/A 

OTHER INFORMATION : Due to insufficient funding, the various chan nels of the Trinity River 
and Tribute ries proje ct have not been maintained to au thorized pro ject dimensions. Th e 
Anahuac Channel (6’ depth) was last maintained in December 2 002. Due to infrequent 

maintenance of the channel, current depths are as shallow as 1 foot MLT. The shallow depth of 
the Channel to Anahua c restricts all vessel tr affic from a ccessing th e Trinity River and its 
tributaries. The Channel to Anahua c is utilized by recreational and co mmercial fishing vessels 
with no CO mmercial tonnage, therefore, it is difficult to compete nationally for funding usin g 
performance based metrics. FY 09/FY10 funding is be ing combined to fund dredging t he 
Channel to Anahuac t o project d epth. Addit ional funds are neede d to dredge to advance 
maintenance depths. 

CONGRESSIONAL INTEREST : Senators Hutchison and Corny n (TX), 

Representatives Paul (TX-14), Culberson (TX-7), Jackson-Lee (TX-18), Olson (TX-22), 

A. Green (TX-9), G. Green (TX-29), Edwards (TX-17). and Poe (TX-2) 

DISTRICT: Galveston 


1 February 2010 
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STATUS REPORT ON CIVIL WORKS ACTIVITIES 
IN THE SOUTHWESTERN DIVISION 
FISCAL YEAR 2011 TESTIMONY 

COLONEL ANTHONY C. FUNKHOUSER 
DIVISION COMMANDER 
10 FEBRUARY 2010 

INTRODUCTION 


The Southwestern Division's area of 
responsibility embraces all or part of seven states, an 
expanse that contains about 1 0 percent of the land 
area (376,300 square miles) and 1 1 percent of the 
total population (31.8 million) of the United States 
based on the calendar year 2006 population data. 
The Division is headquartered in Dallas, Texas, and 
is made up of approximately 3,000 professional 
employees located in four engineer districts, with 
offices located in Fort Worth and Galveston, Texas; 
Little Rock, Arkansas; and Tulsa, Oklahoma. The 
three primary mission areas include Civil Works, 
Military Program, and International and Interagency Services, all focused on supporting 
Overseas Contingency Operations, keeping America safe, and ensuring continued 
prosperity of the nation. 

The Southwestern Division's Civil Works program involves planning, design, 
construction, and operation and maintenance of water resource projects to meet the 
region's need for water supply, flood damage reduction, navigation, aquatic ecosystem 
restoration, hydropower, recreation and other water-related needs. Within the region 
the Division is responsible for some 2.3 million acres of public land and water. That's 29 
percent of the Corps’ total area. The Southwestern Division maintains 74 multi-purpose 
reservoirs; 850 miles of inland waterways (Gulf Intracoastal Waterway and McClellan- 
Kerr-Arkansas River Navigation System) to include 18 locks and dams, and 32 
navigation ports. We currently have 7 ongoing studies assessing the feasibility of 
implementing Flood Damage Reduction and Aquatic Ecosystem Restoration measures, 
and 17 projects under construction. 

Southwestern Division Civil Works missions are vital to ensure the continued 
economic well-being of the nation. More than one-half billion tons of waterborne 
commerce is shipped annually over the region’s 15 deep-draft ports, 17 shallow-draft 
ports, and more than 850 miles of inland waterways. Based on 2008 statistics, 20 
percent of all waterborne commerce within the nation was transported on the waterways 

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Southwestern Division FY 201 1 Status Report 
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improved and maintained by the Southwestern Division. Three of the nation's top ten 
ports (Houston, Beaumont, and Corpus Christi) are located on the Texas Gulf Coast. 
More foreign waterborne commerce is shipped through Texas Ports than in any other 
state in the nation. The Houston Ship Channel is the second largest port in the United 
States, and contributes an estimated $118 billion annually to the national economy and 
provides more than 785,000 jobs. In addition to the economic benefits derived from the 
Southwestern Division’s navigation program, the work accomplished within the region is 
key to maintaining the national defense as the Ports of Corpus Christi and Beaumont 
are two of the debarkation sites for transport of military goods and materials involved in 
supporting Overseas Contingency Operations. 

Fiscal Year 2009 was an extremely busy year for the Southwestern Division. 
More than $1 billion of work was obligated using Regular, Supplemental, and American 
Recovery and Reinvestment Act (ARRA) funding. By the end of fiscal year 2010, the 
Southwestern Division will have obligated more than $700 million of ARRA funded 
contracts in a synergistic effort to both create jobs and reduce the backlog of critical 
maintenance at Corps-operated projects. 


Projects across the Southwestern Division 
have prevented more than $60 billion of damages 
from floods and other storms. Since 2007, the 
Southwestern Division has received Supplemental 
funding to repair damages from major storm 
events. The most significant damages and 
subsequent repairs were in the coastal region 
under the oversight of Galveston District. The 
projects ranged from less-visible repairs to 
dredged material placement areas and channel 
jetties to rehabilitating the frequently-used 
Galveston seawall, one example of which is 
pictured here. 

With the combination of supplemental and 
ARRA funding, the impact on the health of our 
infrastructure has been significant. Much needed 
investments were made to facilitate management 
of our navigation systems, improve the safety of 
our dams, and improve the overall reliability of our 
projects. All of these efforts serve to ultimately reduce future O&M requirements, in 
much the same way that getting a tune-up extends the life of an automobile engine. 

Proactive investments made this year in management of dredged material 
placement areas, and critically needed repairs to navigation channel jetties, will both 
serve to enable the application of a higher percentage of future appropriations directly to 
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maintaining the authorized depths and widths of the region’s navigation channels. The 
most significant investment was approximately $155 million for the Houston Ship 
Channel (including the Houston Galveston Navigation Channel deepening project), a 
key component of one of the Texas coast’s — and therefore the nation’s — economic 
engines. 

Of the $700 million of ARRA funding, approximately $65 million has been 
allocated to repairing spillway and floodgates at 18 projects across the region. In 
addition to this work, approximately $25 million of ARRA funding will be used for major 
repair and rehabilitation of embankments at 8 reservoirs within the region. 

Since fiscal year 2007, the Southwestern Division has placed a special emphasis 
on addressing critical infrastructure maintenance needs associated with the region’s 
aging water resources infrastructure. This initiative incorporates funding through regular 
Appropriations, Supplemental Appropriations, and the American Recovery and 
Reinvestment Act (ARRA), with a focus of repairing and rehabilitating major 
maintenance items that have the potential for life safety risk. These actions extend the 
life of the projects, and significantly reduced future maintenance expenses. 


FISCAL YEAR 2011 PROGRAM 


The Fiscal Year 2011 Federal budget 
request for studies and projects in the 
Southwestern Division is approximately $454 
million. This amount Is proposed to be 
proportioned as shown for the Investigations (I), 
Construction (C), and Operation and 
Maintenance (O&M) appropriations. The 
requested amount is about 1 3 percent less than 
the $525 million in Federal funds that were 
appropriated for Southwestern Division projects 
in Fiscal Year 2010. 
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INVESTIGATIONS 


Approximately $3.1 million is proposed 
in the Fiscal Year 2011 budget for 
continuation of 7 feasibility studies. The 
amount provided, together with scheduled 
non-Federal sponsor contributions of about 
$2.9 million, will provide for continued 
planning activities on high priority studies in 
the Southwestern Division area. There are 
no funds included in the Fiscal Year 2011 
budget for continuing or initiating 
Preconstruction Engineering and Design 
projects. 


The total of $6.0 million included in the 
Fiscal Year 201 1 request for Investigations, and non-Federal sponsor contribution, is for 
the continuation of seven (7) feasibility studies. 

FISCAL YEAR 2011 FEASIBILITY STUDY PROGRAM 




NON-FEDERAL 


FEDERAL 

SPONSOR 

STUDY 

REQUEST 

CONTRIBUTION 

Dallas Floodway, Dallas, TX 

700,000 

700,000 

Brazos Island Harbor. Brownsville Channel, TX 
GIWW, High Island to Brazos River 

726,000 

726,000 

Realignments, TX 

200,000 

0 

Guadalupe and San Antonio River Basins, TX 

600,000 

600,000 

Lower Colorado River Basin, TX 

425,000 

425,000 

Nueces River and Tributaries, TX 

250,000 

250,000 

Sabine Pass to Galveston Bay, TX 

200,000 

200,000 


TOTAL STUDIES $3,101,000 $ 2,901,000 


Six of the seven feasibility studies are being pursued on a 50-50 cost sharing 
basis with non-Federal sponsors in accordance with Public Law 99-662, the Water 
Resources Development Act of 1986. One feasibility study addresses potential 
improvements to navigation on the Gulf Intracoastal Waterway (GIWW), which is part of 
the inland navigation system. As such, this feasibility study is being conducted at full 
Federal expense. The state of Texas participates in these studies, as they are required 
to provide the land for dredged material disposal areas which may be required for 
construction and operation of the GIWW. Added for fiscal year 2011 is the Dallas 
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Floodway feasibility study. Funds requested in FY 201 1 will be used to continue the 
feasibility study and integrated Environmental Impact Statement for the Dallas 
Floodway. 

CONSTRUCTION 


The Fiscal Year 201 1 budget for Construction 
in the amount of about $82 million, provides for 
construction activities on four (4) projects. 

The projects funded include 3 continuing 
projects: Brays Bayou in Texas; Cleanwater Lake 
Major Rehabilitation Project in Missouri; and Canton 
Lake Dam Safety Project in Oklahoma; and one new 
start; Onion Creek in Texas. 

Onion Creek is a project for non-structural 
flood damage reduction in the lower Colorado River 
basin, and was one of only two new construction 
projects nationwide proposed in this budget. This 
project was selected because it supports the key Civil Works tenets of providing for 
sustainable development, restoring the nation’s water resources, and reducing the risk 
of flooding. It does so by removing nearly 500 structures from the floodplain, and using 
that land to create 140 acres of parks and restore over 200 acres of riparian woodlands. 



FISCAL YEAR 2011 CONSTRUCTION PROGRAM 


PROJECT 

FEDERAL 

FUNDS 

REQUESTS 

NON-FED 

CASH 

CONTRIBUTIONS 

NON-FED 

LERRD 

MISSOURI 

Cleanvater Lake Major Rehabilitation 

40,000,000 

0 


OKLAHOMA 

Canton Lake 

24,334,000 

0 


TEXAS 

Brays Bayou, Houston 

7,740,000 

516,000 

2,064,000 

Onion Creek, LCRB 

10,000,000 

0 

5,385,000 

GRAND TOTAL CONSTRUCTION 

$82,074,000 

$5,385,000 
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OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE 


The Fiscal Year 2011 budget for the 
Operation and Maintenance Appropriation for 
projects and activities in the Southwestern 
Division is approximately $369 million. To 
improve the Corps of Engineers financial 
management of the Operation and 
Maintenance Program, the Fiscal Year 2011 
budget was developed to focus on the 12 river 
systems located within the region. The 
systems are the Arkansas, Brazos, Colorado, 

Lower Mississippi, Neches, Red, Texas Gulf 
Coast, Trinity, Upper Arkansas, Upper Red, 

White River, and the Rio Grande. The budget 
request for each project was further divided 
into six mission areas to improve the investment decision-making process to ensure 
limited funding fully addresses the mission-based objectives of the Corps of Engineers. 
The business lines under operation and maintenance are commercial navigation (NAV), 
flood and coastal storm damage reduction (FDR), hydropower (HYD), environmental 
stewardship (ENS), recreation (REC), and water supply (WS). A discussion of each of 
these business lines follows below. 

The Southwestern Division has continued to implement numerous cost reduction 
initiatives to address expected sustained future reductions of operation and 
maintenance budgets. These initiatives include: using the latest technology and 
equipment to reduce the cost of underwater surveys for waterways, channels and 
harbors; reducing park services during non-peak visitation periods; leasing parks to 
local governments; reorganizing reservoir project manager's responsibilities to oversee 
multiple projects; sharing resources, including work crews, between projects; and 
installation of remote control equipment to manage multiple hydropower facilities from a 
single site. 



NAVIGATION 

Operation and Maintenance (O&M) funding in the FY 2011 Budget includes 
approximately $138 million to maintain 32 channels (15 deep draft; 17 shallow draft) in 
support of 28 ports (15 deep draft; 13 shallow draft) along the Texas Gulf Coast, and 
more than 850 miles of coastal and inland watenways in Texas, Oklahoma, and 
Arkansas. These funds will maintain ports in the State of Texas which imports the 
largest foreign waterborne tonnage in the calendar year of 2008, of which the tonnage is 
two times above foreign import in the State of California. The State of Texas ranked 
second in total waterborne tonnage, which is slightly less than the State of Louisiana. 
According to the 2008 Waterborne Commerce Statistics data on tonnage for US Ports, 
the Port of Houston ranked second in the nation behind the Port of Southern Louisiana, 

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Southwestern Division FY 2011 Status Report 

Page 6 of 10 


54862B 










3427 


the Port of Corpus Christi ranked 5th, and the Port of Beaumont ranked 7th. The 
channel projects in Texas that are most familiar include the Sabine-Neches Watenway, 
the Houston Ship Channel, Galveston Harbor and Channel, the Texas City Ship 
Channel, Freeport Harbor, the Matagorda Ship Channel, the Corpus Christi Ship 
Channel, the Bro\wnsville Ship Channel, and the Port Isabel Ship Channel. The budget 
also includes funding to operate and maintain two (2) marine transportation systems - 
the 445 miles of McClellan-Kerr Arkansas River Navigation System (MKARNS) in 
Arkansas and Oklahoma, and the 424 miles of the Gulf Intracoastal Watenway (GIWW) 
along the Texas Gulf Coast. 

FLOOD AND COASTAL STORM DAMAGE REDUCTION 

Operation and Maintenance (O&M) funding in the FY 2011 Budget includes 
approximately $99.9 million for the continued operation and maintenance of 74 
reservoirs, and studies associated with the Texas Water Allocation Assessment, and 
two other flood control activities (scheduling reservoir operations and inspection of 
completed works). The 74 reservoirs are located as follows: ten in Arkansas; eight in 
Kansas; two in Missouri; 22 in Oklahoma; and 32 in Texas. This business line covers 
projects in all of the 12 river systems serviced by the Southwestern Division Civil Works 
regional area. In Fiscal Year 2009, the flood damages prevented by Southwestern 
Division projects were estimated at nearly $4.1 billion. 

The most significant flood event in the past fiscal year occurred in Houston, TX, 
when a storm dropped over 9 inches of water over the central portion of the Addicks 
Reservoir basin, setting records for stream levels of several of the tributaries. Addicks 
Reservoir experienced its second-highest historic water level, just over half of an inch 
below the record set in March, 1992. Total damages prevented by the Addicks and 
Barker Reservoir system in west Houston from this and other storm events through the 
year are estimated at 964 million dollars. 

HYDROPOWER 

The requested funds of approximately $41.5 million will provide for the continued 
operation and maintenance of 18 projects in six river systems. These projects are 
located as follows; six in Arkansas; one in Missouri; seven in Oklahoma; three in 
Texas; and one on the Texas Oklahoma state line. The six river systems providing 
hydropower are the Upper Red River, Red River, Upper Arkansas River, Arkansas 
River, Neches, and the Brazos River systems. These hydroelectric power projects have 
a total installed capacity of just over 1.7 gigawatts and, without creating air pollution, 
produced about 5.5 billion kilowatt hours, and generated over $128 million in revenue in 
Fiscal Year 2009. These 18 powerplants, containing 55 units, were available for 
production approximately 89 percent of the time in Fiscal Year 2009. The Corps goal is 
98 percent or better. The lower than desired production availability percentage can be 
primarily attributed to the Ozark Powerhouse project in Arkansas and Webbers Falls in 
Oklahoma. As a result, major rehabilitation activities at these two locations were 
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initiated in Fiscal Year 2004 and continue through Fiscal Year 2013 to replace the five 
turbines at Ozark and three turbines at Webbers Falls. 


ENVIRONMENTAL STEWARDSHIP 

Concern for the environment permeates all of our activities and crosses all of our 
mission areas, consistent with many environmental laws, Executive Orders, and 
regulations. Consideration of the environmental impact of a potential project begins in 
the early stages, with input sought from the public, and continues through design, 
construction and operation. Environmental protection is an essential consideration in all 
of our projects. Our innovative designs aim to minimize the impact of dredging, provide 
additional wildlife habitat, and restore wetlands, supplement barrier islands, and 
promote beach replenishment. In addition, we have planned and recommended 
environmental restoration actions at existing federal projects to restore the natural 
environment. We also have a commitment to restore natural environments suffering 
from past abuses. The illustrative distribution of Operation and Maintenance (O&M) 
funding in the FY 2011 Budget includes approximately $14.4 million to manage the 
existing lands at reservoirs across the region. 

RECREATION 

Nationwide, the Corps of Engineers is the largest Federal provider of water 
based recreation opportunities. Recreation continues to be a significant part of the 
economy in the Southwestern Division area, and is an important part of the lifestyle of 
the Southwest. Lakes within the Southwestern Division provide quality recreational 
opportunities, with 20 percent of the Corps' total recreation projects located within the 
regional boundary. Southwestern Division manages a total of 11,400 miles of lake 
shoreline including 1,172 recreation sites, 1,174 boat ramps and 28,112 campsites, and 
our lakes host more than 83 million visits each year. An estimated $1.3 billion is spent 
annually on recreation supplies and equipment in the Southwestern Division area for 
use on Corps projects. These purchases support 65,000 jobs that would not othenwise 
exist without these recreational opportunities. In Fiscal Year 2009, Southwestern 
Division provided recreation opportunities to approximately 83 million visitors at 90 
operating projects located in five states. This averages about 227,000 people visiting 
Southwestern Division projects every day of the year. Flistorically, Southwestern 
Division leads the Corps in collecting approximately 35 percent of the total recreation 
fees collected by the Corps nationwide. Operation and Maintenance (O&M) funding in 
the amount of approximately $73.7 million will enhance the recreation experience for 
visitors at the more than 1 ,000 recreation areas within the region. 

One of the most notable activities this year has been work associated with Belton 
Lake and Stillhouse Flollow Lake. Belton Lake is the location of the Belton Lake 
Outdoor Recreation Area, a facility important to the soldiers and families stationed at 
Fort Hood in central Texas. Although this particular facility is maintained through the 
Army’s non-appropriated MWR fund, soldiers also make extensive use of the Corps- 

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Southwestern Division FY 2011 Status Report 

Page 8 of 10 


54862B 



3429 


operated facilities at both lakes. A “train the trainer” program has been instituted by 
Corps employees at the lakes in conjunction with the military leadership to raise water 
safety awareness and reduce the incidence of soldier accidents. Park facilities have 
also been improved using $4 million of Supplemental funding at Stillhouse Lake, and 
$3.5 million at Belton Lake to restore damages to the recreation facilities as a result of 
the devastating 2007 floods. 


WATER SUPPLY 

Water supply is an increasingly important benefit provided by Corps lakes, 
especially with recurrent droughts and many projected shortages in urban areas. With 
8.4 million acre-feet of water storage for municipal, industrial, and agricultural use, the 
Division's lakes provide 36 percent of surface storage to meet the water supply needs 
for Texas, 35 percent for Oklahoma, and 20 percent for Kansas. Water quality, 
quantity, and distribution are regional challenges that the Division and its local partners 
are addressing. Operation and Maintenance (O&M) funding in the FY 201 1 Budget will 
be used to manage nearly 200 existing water supply contracts at Corps reservoirs. 
These contracts control 7.7 million acre-feet (2.5 trillion gallons) annually, or enough 
water to supply 39 million typical households. 

EMERGENCY MANAGEMENT AND REGULATORY MISSIONS 

In addition to the Investigation, Construction, and Operation and Maintenance 
programs, the Southwestern Division is funded to provide Emergency Management 
assistance to the Nation through the Flood Control and Coastal Emergency Program, 
and to ensure a balance is maintained between economic development and protection 
of environment through our Regulatory Program. A discussion of each of these 
programs follows below. 

EMERGENCY MANAGEMENT 

Calendar year 2009 was not as active as 2008 for Southwestern Division 
emergency operations and support. Twelve disaster declarations for severe weather 
and winter storms occurred within our civil works boundary, but none in Texas. 
Hurricane Ike recovery operations at the Galveston District Office continued throughout 
2009. Several Southwestern Division team members also supported response and 
recovery actions outside of our area of responsibility, such as floods in the Upper 
Midwest, the ice storm in the New England area, and the typhoon in Guam. 

REGULATORY PROGRAM 

During Fiscal Year 2009, the Southwestern Division completed approximately 
3,860 permit decisions under the authorities of Section 404 of the Clean Water Act, 
Section 10 of the Rivers and Harbors Act of 1899, and Section 103 of the Marine 
Protection, Research, and Sanctuaries Act. Fiscal year 2010 Regulatory Program 
initiatives continue to emphasize transparency of the permit process for applicants and 
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expediting permit decisions while still providing protection for the aquatic environment. 
The Southwestern Division is located in one of the fastest growth areas of the country 
and has extensive gas exploration occurring in several regions. This resulted in a 23 
percent increase in the number of completed permit actions in fiscal year 2009. To 
address increased workload and impacts to the aquatic environment, districts continue 
to develop additional regional general permits, utilize pre-application coordination 
meetings, implement regional initiatives, encourage mitigation banking and identify 
actions that improve the efficiency and consistency of the Program. Identifying ways to 
expedite the permit evaluation process for transportation, energy and water resource 
projects continues to be a priority. 


SUMMARY 

In summary, the Southwestern Division has a $454 million program for Civil 
Works water resource management and development in Fiscal Year 2011. Public 
health and safety remain our number-one priority, which is emphasized continually 
across the region. With a work force of about 3,000, contractor support and shared 
work with local partners and stakeholders, the Division operates and maintains a 
substantial infrastructure that provides navigation channels, needed flood damage 
reduction to reduce human suffering and economic loss, hydroelectric power, water 
supply, and quality recreation opportunities for the American people, as well as disaster 
response throughout the Southwest wherever our Nation has a need. 

The “Pacesetter” Southwestern Division continues to demonstrate its selfless 
service and ability to respond to our Nation’s domestic and emergency needs to serve 
the American people in a dedicated consistent and timely manner. 
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DIVISION COMMANDER’S STATUS REPORT TO THE 
SUBCOMMITTEE ON ENERGY AND WATER DEVELOPMENT 
COMMITTEE ON APPROPRIATIONS 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
ON FISCAL YEAR 2011 BUDGET 

BRIGADIER GENERAL MARK W. YENTER 
DIVISION ENGINEER 
PACIFIC OCEAN DIVISION 

THE PACIFIC OCEAN DIVISION 

Headquartered in Honolulu, Hawaii, the Pacific Ocean Division (POD) has four 
district offices located in Honolulu, Hawaii; Anchorage, Alaska; Seoul, Korea; and 
Camp Zama, Japan. The Pacific Ocean Division’s Civil Works area of responsibility 
spans the Pacific Ocean and encompasses the State of Alaska, the State of Hawaii, the 
Commonwealth of the Northern Mariana Islands (CNMI), the Territory of American 
Samoa, and the Territory of Guam. Our Civil Works program is executed through our 
Alaska and Honolulu Districts. All four Districts have important military construction 
missions in Alaska, Hawaii, Japan, and the Republic of Korea, and Interagency and 
International Services responsibilities throughout the Pacific. 
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OVERALL BUDGET 

This status report highlights the Pacific Ocean Division's Fiscal Year 2009 
accomplishments, our Fiscal Year 2010 activities, and presents our Fiscal Year 2011 
budget. 


Pacific Ocean Division 

Fiscai Year 2011 Budget 


investigations 

Construction 

Operation and 
Maintenance 

TOTAL 

Alaska District 

$550,000 

$7,000,000 

$22,629,000 

$30,179,000 

Honoluiu District 

$408,000 

$0 

$1,491,000 

$1,899,000 

POD TOTAL 

$958,000 

$7,000,000 

$24,120,000 

$32,078,000 


INVESTIGATIONS 

The Pacific Ocean Division’s Investigations budget request will provide funding 
for 3 survey studies. Highlights of our Investigations program and budget include the 
following. 


Pacific Ocean Division 

Fiscal Year 2011 Budget 


investigations 

Alaska District 

$550,000 

Honoiuiu District 

$408,000 

POD TOTAL 

$958,000 


Watershed Studies 


Matanuska River Watershed, Alaska 

The Matanuska-Susitna River Watershed is located approximately 50 miles 
north of Anchorage, Alaska. The Matanuska-Susitna valley area is the fastest growing 
area in the state with a 49 percent growth rate in the last decade and an average 
annual rate of 4.2 percent, this growth rate is expected to continue. With funds provided 
by Congress in Fiscal Year 2002, we completed a reconnaissance report in September 
2003 that recommended Federal participation in continuing with feasibility phase 
studies. We negotiated and executed a feasibility cost sharing agreement with the 
Matanuska-Susitna Borough in September 2007 and are proceeding with feasibility 
phase studies. The feasibility studies are investigating water resource related concerns 
in the Matanuska-Susitna watershed. The Fiscal Year 2009 American Recovery and 
Reinvestment Act provided allocations in the amount $372,000 to issue contracts for 
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airborne laser mapping surveys, wetland mapping surveys, and wetland delineation 
assessments. The contracts are scheduled for completion in Fiscal Year 2010. Fiscal 
Year 2011 funds in the amount of $1 00,000 are budgeted. 

Ala Wai Canal Watershed Restoration, Oahu, Hawaii 

The Ala Wai Watershed, on the island of Oahu, extends from the ridge of the 
Koolau Mountains to the near shore waters of Waikiki, encompassing more than 16 
square miles, and includes the Makiki, Manoa, and Palolo streams and the Ala Wai 
Canal. The two-mile long man-made Ala Wai canal is approximately a half-mile inland 
of the world famous Waikiki Beach. Over 2,000 properties are currently at risk in the 
event of a 100 year flood event. The Manoa Stream flood event in October 2004, an 
estimated 20-year event, caused over $100 million in estimated damages. The 
President declared the area a Federal disaster on February 1, 2005. Environmental 
degradation associated with urbanization of the watershed has resulted in the loss of 
habitat for native aquatic species and impaired water quality levels within the Canal and 
associated streams. The feasibility study cost sharing agreement was executed in April 
2001 and amended in December 2006 to expand the scope of the studies as a result of 
the October 2004 floods. The intent of the Ala Wai Watershed study is to develop a 
collaborative and integrated plan for Federal, state and local agencies and 
organizations. Fiscal Year 2009 funds were used to continue feasibility phase studies to 
include holding the public scoping meeting and multiple interagency meetings. The final 
hydrology and hydraulics report was also completed in Fiscal Year 2009. Feasibility 
phase activities will continue in Fiscal Year 2010 to include flood plain hydrology 
mapping, developing measures to address flood risk mitigation and ecosystem 
restoration, and cultural resources assessment. Fiscal Year 2011 funds will be used to 
continue the feasibility phase studies to include preparation of the alternative 
formulation briefing and completing the draft feasibility report with the environmental 
impact statement. Fiscal Year 201 1 funds in the amount of $408,000 are budgeted. 

Kahuku Watershed Study, Oahu, Hawaii 

The Kahuku Watershed is located on the northeastern coast of the island of 
Oahu. With funds provided by Congress in Fiscal Year 2001, we initiated 
reconnaissance phase investigations for the Kahuku Watershed Study to determine 
Federal interest in ecosystem restoration and flood damage reduction measures in the 
area. We completed the reconnaissance study in May 2002 and executed the 
feasibility cost sharing agreement in December 2002. In February 2007, we met with 
the local sponsors to discuss the preliminary draft feasibility report results which 
indicated that there were no economically feasible alternatives. Based on the results, a 
decision was made to terminate further feasibility work. In Fiscal Year 2008, we 
initiated preconstruction engineering and design activities as directed by Section 112 of 
the Fiscal Year 2008 Consolidated Appropriations Act (Public Law 110-161). Section 
112 authorized and directed preconstruction engineering and design activities at full 
Federal expense to address interior drainage and related improvement identified in our 
feasibility study findings. Fiscal Year 2009 funds were used to continue preconstruction 
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engineering and design activities to include completion of the environmental 
assessment and the draft engineering documentation report. Fiscal Year 2010 
activities include finalizing the engineer documentation report and initiation of 
construction plans and specifications. No funds are budgeted for Fiscal Year 2011. 

West Maui Watershed Restoration Study, Maui, Hawaii 

The West Maui watershed includes the entire area associated with the West 
Maui Mountains (approximately 90,000 acres) on the island of Maui, Hawaii. It 
encompasses all of the West Maui drainage areas from the north at Honokohau to the 
south at Maalaea, and from the east at Wailuku to the west at Lahaina. The West Maui 
area is an important economic basis for the State of Hawaii, particularly associated with 
the Lahaina, Kaanapali, and Kapalua areas. West Maui is experiencing significant 
decline in coral reef habitat due to land based pollution. Based on a study by the State 
of Hawaii Division of Aquatic Resources, Honolua Bay had 42% coral reef coverage in 
1995 and only 9% coral reef coverage in 2005. University of Hawaii studies have 
shown that coral reefs contribute $800 million to the State’s gross annual revenue. 
Over $20 million a year is lost in gross annual revenue in Maui County alone due to 
coral reef degradation from land based pollution and algal blooms. The West Maui 
Watershed Restoration study will look at the potential to address aquatic ecosystem 
restoration from the ridge of the West Maui Mountains to the outer reef. With funds 
provided by Congress in Fiscal Year 2008, we initiated reconnaissance phase activities 
which continued in Fiscal Year 2009. The reconnaissance report is scheduled for 
completion in Fiscal Year 2010 along with execution of the Feasibility Cost Sharing 
Agreement, pending availability of local sponsor funding. No funds are budgeted for 
Fiscal Year 2011. 


Erosion Control 


Kenai River Bluff Erosion, Alaska 

The Kenai River is located approximately 65 miles southwest of Anchorage, 
Alaska. Erosion of the bluff along the Kenai River is endangering both public and 
private facilities. With funds provided by Congress in Fiscal Year 2002, we initiated 
investigations of the bank stabilization needs along the Lower Kenai River. The 
investigations, completed in Fiscal Year 2005, indicated that there was no Federal 
interest in continuing with feasibility phase studies. However, with funds provided by 
Congress in Fiscal Year 2006, a technical study to evaluate the bank erosion and 
stabilization problems along the Kenai River was initiated. The Fiscal Year 2009 
American Recovery and Reinvestment Act provided allocations in the amount $300,000 
to award contracts for wave hindcasting and engineering and design. The contracts are 
scheduled for completion in FY 2010. The technical study will be provided to the local 
sponsors for their use and is not intended to lead to the recommendation of a specific 
water resource project. No funds are budgeted for Fiscal Year 2011. 
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McGrath Bank Stabilization, Alaska 

McGrath is located in western Alaska approximately 225 miles northwest of 
Anchorage, Alaska and serves as the transportation and service center for the 
surrounding area. Located on a bend of the upper Kuskokwim River, McGrath is often 
subject to flood damages and erosion. With funds provided by Congress in Fiscal Year 
2003, we initiated reconnaissance studies. The reconnaissance report was completed 
in March 2005. The report concluded that the cost sharing waiver provisions of Section 
117 (P.L. 108-447) were applicable because ice damage is a significant component of 
erosion at McGrath. The Assistant Secretary of the Army (Civil Works) approved the 
application of the cost sharing waiver provisions of Section 117 (P.L. 108-447) to the 
feasibility study in May 2006. The feasibility study was initiated in February 2007. In 
Fiscal Year 2009, the Consolidated Appropriations Act (Division C of Public Law 111-8, 
Section 117) repealed Section 117 of Public Law 108-447. As a result of the repeal of 
Section 117, the authority to conduct the feasibility study at full federal cost was also 
revoked. Although the Fiscal Year 2009 American Recovery and Reinvestment Act 
provided planned allocations in the amount $250,000 to award a contract for 
engineering and design for the feasibility study, we were unable to proceed because of 
the repeal of the Section 117 authority. The local sponsors are currently unable to cost 
share continuation of the feasibility phase studies. No funds for Fiscal Year 201 1 are 
budgeted. 


Flood Damage Reduction 
Yakutat, Alaska 

Yakutat is located approximately 370 miles southeast of Anchorage, Alaska. 
With funds provided by Congress in Fiscal Year 2004, we initiated reconnaissance 
phase investigations to determine Federal interest in flood damage protection from 
flooding hazards created by the Hubbard Glacier. The reconnaissance investigations 
indicated that there was Federal interest in continuing with collaborative watershed 
feasibility studies including flood damage reduction investigations. Feasibility phase 
investigations were initiated in Fiscal Year 2007. Because the primary cause of 
flooding is due to periodic ice damming caused by the advance of Hubbard Glacier, 
approval from the Assistant Secretary of the Army (Civil Works) to conduct feasibility 
phase studies under the cost sharing waiver provisions of Section 117 (P.L. 108-447) 
was requested and approved in January 2007. The Fiscal Year 2009 Consolidated 
Appropriations Act (Division C of Public Law 111-8, Section 117) repealed the Section 
117 of Public Law 108-447. As a result of the repeal of Section 117 authorization, 
feasibility study activities were suspended in Fiscal Year 2009. Fiscal Year 2010 
activities will include the development and execution of a Feasibility Cost Sharing 
Agreement and the continuation of study activities, subject to the availability of local 
sponsor funding. Fiscal Year 2011 funds in the amount of $450,000 are budgeted to 
continue with feasibility studies. 
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Hagatna River Flood Damage Reduction, Guam 

The Hagatna River is located on the west-central area of the island of Guam and 
flows through downtown Hagatna which is the political, commercial and economic 
center for the Territory of Guam. We initiated reconnaissance studies in Fiscal Year 
2003 and completed a reconnaissance report in January 2004. The report 
recommended Federal interest in flood damage reduction measures. We executed a 
feasibility cost sharing agreement in August 2005. Local Sponsor funding was received 
in September 2006 and feasibility phase activities were initiated in Fiscal Year 2007. 
The Water Resources Development Act of 2007 re-authorized the construction of a 
flood damage reduction project for Hagatna River (formerly called Agana River). In 
accordance with implementation guidance, the feasibility phase will transition into the 
Preconstruction Engineering and Design phase with the preparation and execution of a 
design agreement and initiation of a General Re-Evaluation Report to serve as the 
decision document. Coordination is undenway with the Government of Guam, 
Department of Public Works to execute a design cost sharing agreement, subject to the 
availability of local sponsor funds. No Fiscal Year 201 1 funds are budgeted. 

Waiakea-Palai Stream Flood Damage Reduction, Hawaii 

Waiakea and Palai streams are located in the southern part of Hilo town on the 
Island of Hawaii. Both streams were separately being studied under Section 205 of the 
Corp’s Continuing Authorities Program. The current plan is to combine the two studies 
into one combined study that would afford the opportunity to develop flood risk 
management measures in the shared drainage above Waiakea and Palai streams and 
would provide flood reduction benefits to both areas. The combined study would 
continue under Section 205 of the Corp’s Continuing Authorities Program until such 
time it can be transitioned into a specifically authorized project. Preconstruction 
Engineering and Design funds provided by Congress in Fiscal Year 2010 remain 
available until required. No Fiscal Year 2011 funds are budgeted. 

Wailupe Stream Flood Damage Reduction, Oahu, Hawaii 

The Wailupe Stream drainage basin is located along the southeast coast of the 
Island of Oahu. The largely unimproved stream’s 100-year flood plain encompasses 
more than 600 residential and commercial structures in the Aina Haina residential 
community. As directed by Congress in Fiscal Year 2002, we initiated preconstruction 
engineering and design activities that included preparation of economic evaluations, 
cost estimates and scopes of work for the negotiation of a design cost sharing 
agreement. We executed a design cost sharing agreement in December 2003. 
Preconstruction engineering and design activities in Fiscal Year 2009 included 
installation of gage stations, collection of sediment data, and continuation of hydraulic 
design. In August 2009, the local sponsors agreed to incorporate ecosystem 
restoration into the project. Fiscal Year 2010 activities include amending the design 
agreement to include ecosystem restoration, obtaining surveys of the upper watershed, 
and continuing preparation of National Environmental Policy Act document. No funds 
are budgeted in Fiscal Year 2011. 
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Hydropower 

With funds provided by Congress in Fiscal Year 2009, we initiated 
reconnaissance phase investigations to update existing information and future 
projections of energy needs and the potential for power development from a variety of 
water related resources in the State of Hawaii. The analysis would include the 
verification of stream, wave, and ocean-development sources, energy needs, regulatory 
requirements, and an assessment of local agency and authorities concerning 
development and federal interest in pursuing viable alternatives. The report will provide 
decision-makers with information on the suitability and acceptability of each alternative 
and will assist with investment decisions. Fiscal Year 2010 activities included 
continuation of the reconnaissance phase investigations. The reconnaissance report 
and assessment are scheduled to be completed In December 2010. No Fiscal Year 
2011 funds are budgeted. 


Navigation 

Aiaska Regional Ports, Alaska 

The Alaska Regional Ports study focuses on evaluating the adequacy of regional 
ports throughout the State of Alaska to meet the needs of over 200 coastal 
communities. These communities depend on the transshipment of goods from regional 
hub ports. In addition, these hub ports service the needs of the commercial fishing 
industry throughout Alaska. With funds provided in Fiscal Year 2003, we initiated 
reconnaissance phase investigations. The reconnaissance report was completed in 
March 2005. A review of the reconnaissance report recommended the completion and 
analysis of surveys of commercial fisherman and recreational boaters to determine 
potential federal interest and local sponsor support for feasibility phase studies. 
Analysis of the surveys was completed in Fiscal Year 2006. An Alaska Regional Ports 
and Harbors Conference was held in January 2008. Over 125 people from local, state 
and federal government agencies, private transportation businesses and tribal entities 
attended with the purpose of examining the future of ports and harbors in the State of 
Alaska. Based on the results of the conference, a revised reconnaissance report was 
completed and approved in May 2008. A Feasibility Cost Sharing Agreement with the 
Alaska Department of Transportation and Public Facilities was executed in Fiscal Year 
2009. The Fiscal Year 2009 American Recovery and Reinvestment Act provided funds 
in the amount $240,000 that were used to award a contract for a State of Alaska 
regional harbor development study to conduct a trend analysis and baseline 
infrastructure assessment. No Fiscal Year 2011 funds are budgeted. 

Anchorage Harbor Deepening, Alaska 

Anchorage Harbor is the primary deepwater port for South Central Alaska, which 
contains two-thirds of the State of Alaska’s population. Nearly 80 percent of the goods 
for 90 percent of Alaska’s population cross the docks at the Port of Anchorage. In 
Fiscal Year 1999, we completed the reconnaissance report which focused on 
deepening of the harbor to service deeper draft vessels. At that time, the Port of 
Anchorage was not ready to execute a feasibility cost sharing agreement until concerns 
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regarding maintenance dredging responsibilities at the berthing areas were clarified. 
The Fiscal Year 2005 Energy and Water Appropriations Act provided authorization for 
the modification and deepening of Anchorage Harbor and Cook Inlet Navigation 
Channel. With the funds provided in Fiscal Year 2005, a reconnaissance report was 
prepared to address the authorized modifications to Anchorage Harbor and Cook Inlet 
Navigation Channel. This reconnaissance report was completed in April 2006. In June 
2006, the Assistant Secretary of the Army (Civil Works) determined that the modified 
Port of Anchorage project will be used by Department of Defense vessels that have 
drafts greater than 35 feet and that planning, engineering, design, and construction 
activities may be conducted at full Federal expense in accordance with Section 118 of 
Public Law 108-447, The reconnaissance report was approved in January 2007 and 
activities for a feasibility level decision document were initiated. In Fiscal Year 2008 
physical and numerical modeling of the harbor was conducted and Feasibility level 
activities continued in Fiscal Year 2009. The Fiscal Year 2009 American Recovery and 
Reinvestment Act provided funds in the amount $150,000 to award contracts for 
hydraulic analysis and ship simulation modeling. Fiscal Year 2010 activities include 
preparation and completion of the decision document. No Fiscal Year 201 1 funds are 
budgeted. 


Haines Harbor, Alaska 

Haines Harbor is located 90 miles northwest of Juneau, Alaska. We completed 
a final feasibility report in March 2004 that evaluated alternatives to meet additional 
moorage demands. A favorable Chief of Engineer’s Report was completed and signed 
in December 2004. In June 2004, we executed a design agreement. Construction of 
the project was authorized in the Water Resources Development Act of 2007. We are 
currently continuing with preconstruction engineering and design activities and are 
working with the community to determine a suitable course of action to account for soft 
clay foundation material found along the proposed breakwater alignment during the 
design investigations. Fiscal Year 2010 activities include development of detailed 
plans, updating of the project economics, and preparation of a limited reevaluation 
report. No funds for Fiscal Year 201 1 are budgeted. 

Homer Harbor, Alaska 

Homer Harbor is located on the north shore of Kachemak Bay on the 
southwestern edge of the Kenai Peninsula, approximately 230 miles south of 
Anchorage, Alaska, The existing harbor is utilized beyond its capacity and is 
experiencing increased demand for use by larger fishing vessels. With funds provided 
by Congress in Fiscal Year 2003, we initiated reconnaissance phase studies to 
determine Federal interest in modifications to Homer Harbor. The reconnaissance 
report was completed in November 2004 and approved to proceed with feasibility 
studies in January 2005. A Feasibility Cost Sharing Agreement was executed in March 
2007. A Feasibility Scoping Meeting was held in September 2008 and an economic 
analysis was conducted in Fiscal Year 2009. Preliminary findings indicate that there is 
limited federal interest in expanding the harbor. Fiscal Year 2010 activities include 
preparing a technical report for use by the local sponsor. No Fiscal Year 201 1 funds 
are budgeted. 
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Little Diomede Harbor, Alaska 

Located 135 miles northwest of Nome, the City of Diomede lies on the west 
coast of Little Diomede Island. There is no protected harbor and regular freight barges 
have ceased delivering cargo because of the high risk of barge damage and weather 
delays. We initiated reconnaissance phase investigations in Fiscal Year 2001, with 
funds provided by Congress, to determine Federal interest in a protected harbor facility. 
We completed the reconnaissance report in April 2003 and continued to discuss 
feasibility phase studies with the City of Diomede while a cost share sponsor and 
funding was identified. In November 2006, we executed a Feasibility Cost Sharing 
Agreement with Kawarak, Incorporated, the regional not-for-profit Alaska Native Claims 
Settlement Act Corporation. The Fiscal Year 2009 American Recovery and 
Reinvestment Act provided allocations in the amount $250,000 to award a contract for 
economic analysis and environmental and cultural studies to define existing conditions 
and potential project benefits. The contract was awarded in September 2009 and 
feasibility phase studies are ongoing in Fiscal Year 2010 to include completion of the 
economic analysis. No Fiscal Year 2011 funds are budgeted. 

Port Lions Harbor, Alaska 

Port Lions Harbor is located on the north coast of Kodiak Island, approximately 
250 miles southwest of Anchorage, Alaska. The Corps of Engineers constructed a 
breakwater and entrance channel in 1981 to provide safe anchorage for the local 
fishing fleet. However, additional protective structures are required to provide wave 
protection for full utilization of the existing moorage area and to reduce damages to 
vessels and the mooring system. The reconnaissance report was completed in 
January 1999 and we executed a feasibility cost sharing agreement with the local 
sponsor in January 2001 . The Feasibility Report was approved for public and agency 
review in February 2006 and the Chief of Engineer’s Report was signed in June 2006. 
In May 2006, the Port Lions Harbor Feasibility Study Team earned the Corps of 
Engineers Planning Team of the Year Award. The project was authorized for 
construction in the Water Resources Development Act of 2007 and was approved by 
the Office of Management and Budget in March 2008. Fiscal Year 2010 activities 
include preparation of a limited re-evaluation report and negotiation and execution of a 
Design Agreement, pending availability of funds. No Fiscal Year 2011 funds are 
budgeted. 


Unalakleet Harbor, Alaska 

Unalakleet is located approximately 400 miles northwest of Anchorage, Alaska. 
The reconnaissance report was completed in August 2000 and the feasibility study cost 
sharing agreement was executed in November 2002. Preliminary economic analyses 
indicate that a full-tide harbor can not be economically justified. Study activites were 
suspended in Fiscal Year 2009. Additional local sponsor funding was received in Fiscal 
Year 2010 for re-scoping of feasibility phase investigations. No Fiscal Year 2011 funds 
are budgeted. 
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Valdez Harbor Expansion, Alaska 

Valdez is located on the north shore of Port Valdez, a deep-water fjord in Prince 
William Sound, approximately 115 miles east of Anchorage, Alaska. The demand for 
moorage space in the harbor far exceeds the existing capacity of 510 vessels. In 
January 1999, we completed a reconnaissance report that identified potential Federal 
interest in providing additional mooring spaces to relieve congestion at Valdez Harbor. 
The feasibility cost sharing agreement was executed in June 1999. In Fiscal Year 
2002, we completed our evaluation of alternatives and tentative plan selection. 
However, in Fiscal Year 2003, the local sponsor requested a temporary pause in the 
study while they evaluated other local options. In January 2004, the local sponsor 
requested resumption of the feasibility studies. The Water Resources Development Act 
of 2007 conditionally authorized project construction “if the Secretary determines the 
project is feasible.” Fiscal Year 2009 activities included completion of the draft report 
and environmental reviews. Fiscal Year 2010 activities include completion and 
submission of the final feasibility report for Washington level review and approval and 
execution of a design agreement. No Fiscal Year 2011 funds are budgeted. 

Whittier Breakwater, Alaska 

Whittier is located on the northeast shore of the Kenai Peninsula at the head of 
Passage Canal, approximately 60 miles east of Anchorage, Alaska. The existing small 
boat harbor has 330 slips for recreational and commercial vessels. During the summer 
months, Whittier experiences harbor overcrowding and severe congestion. With Fiscal 
Year 2001 funds provided by Congress, we initiated reconnaissance phase studies to 
determine Federal interests in improving harbor facilities. The reconnaissance report 
was approved in August 2001. A Feasibility Cost Sharing Agreement was executed in 
June 2007. A Feasibility Scoping Meeting was held in November 2009 and feasibility 
phase investigations are continuing in Fiscal Year 2010. No Fiscal Year 2011 funds are 
budgeted. 


Barbers Point Harbor Modification, Oahu, Hawaii 

The Barbers Point Deep Draft Harbor is located on the island of Oahu, Hawaii. 
Feasibility phase studies are evaluating alternative channel and basin modifications to 
accommodate increasing shipping demand at the harbor. Recommendations include 
deepening of the harbor's turning basin and entrance channel to depths of 45 and 47 
feet, respectively, to improve cargo transportation efficiency and the construction of a 
375-foot jetty north of the existing entrance channel to lessen the impact of cross 
channel currents on vessels entering and exiting the harbor. In Fiscal Year 2008, we 
completed the preliminary draft supplemental Environmental Impact Statement and 
updated economic data. In Fiscal Year 2009, we completed a risk analysis on the 
construction cost estimate. In Fiscal Year 2010, coordination is undenway with the 
Deep Draft Navigation Planning Center of Expertise in Mobile District to initiate an 
Agency Technical Review on the Draft Feasibility Report and Supplemental 
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Environmental Impact Statement. An Independent External Peer Review is also 
required for the project and will be conducted through the Deep Draft Navigation 
Planning Center of Expertise, pending availability of funds. No Fiscal Year 201 1 funds 
are budgeted. 


Hilo Harbor, Hawaii, Hawaii 

Hilo Harbor is located on the northeast coast of the island of Hawaii, Hawaii. 
The existing harbor was constructed in 1930 and consists of a 10,808 foot long 
breakwater which provides protection to a 35 foot deep harbor. In June 2004, the State 
of Hawaii Department of Transportation requested that the U.S. Army Corps of 
Engineers investigate the enlargement of the turning basin. With funds provided by 
Congress in Fiscal Year 2009, reconnaissance phase investigations were initiated to 
determine federal interest in modification to the existing harbor to include a 
comprehensive approach in addressing the needs of the Hilo Bay Watershed. 
Reconnaissance phase investigations are continuing in Fiscal Year 2010. No Fiscal 
Year 201 1 funds are budgeted. 

Maalaea Small Boat Harbor, Maui, Hawaii 

The Maalaea Small Boat Harbor project is located on the island of Maui, Hawaii. 
Maalaea Harbor experiences high winds year round and summer south swells that 
create a navigational safety hazard for harbor users. The project proposes to modify 
the existing State of Hawaii built harbor breakwater to eliminate adverse navigation 
conditions and provide opportunity for improved berthing facilities and attendant harbor 
facilities. Our efforts continue to focus on coordinating and addressing the numerous 
public and agency comments regarding the project’s environmental impact to coral, 
surfing and other environmental resources. From October 2005 to February 2007, the 
local sponsor asked that the project be temporarily suspended while they pursued 
improvements for an inter-island ferry. Work resumed in March 2008 and continued in 
Fiscal Year 2009 with the preparation of a Limited Re-evaluation Report and 
Supplemental Environmental Impact Statement. Fiscal Year 2010 activities include the 
completion of revised marine biological surveys for compliance with the Fish and 
Wildlife Coordination Act; carrying capacity assessments; a revised purpose and need 
statement; and a framework for compliance with Section 404 (b) (1) of the Clean Water 
Act. No Fiscal Year 201 1 funds are budgeted. 

Nawiliwili Harbor Modifications, Kauai, Hi 

Nawiliwili Harbor is located in Nawiliwili Bay on the southeast coast of the island 
of Kauai, Hawaii, approximately 100 miles northwest of the island of Oahu, Hawaii. 
With funds provided by Congress in Fiscal Year 2002, we initiated reconnaissance 
phase investigations to address navigational concerns regarding harbor surge, the 
depth and size of the existing turning basin, and the entrance channel configuration. 
The reconnaissance report was approved in January 2003. The Feasibility Cost 
Sharing Agreement was executed in February 2005 and feasibility phase studies are 
continuing in Fiscal Year 2010 with an emphasis on re-evaluating current economic 
conditions. No Fiscal Year 201 1 funds are budgeted. 
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Coastal Storm Damage Reduction 
Barrow Coastal Storm Damage Reduction, Alaska 

The City of Barrow is located 725 miles north of Anchorage, Alaska, on the 
Chukchi Sea. The community has experienced erosion and flooding during fall storms. 
The erosion and flooding is threatening homes and public facilities. With Fiscal Year 
2000 funding provided by Congress, we initiated reconnaissance phase studies to 
determine Federal interest participating in storm damage reduction measures. The 
reconnaissance study was approved in August 2001 and the feasibility cost sharing 
agreement was executed in February 2003. Preliminary analyses indicated that 
alternative plans are not economically justified. A technical report was prepared and 
completed in December 2009 and provided to the local sponsor for their use. No Fiscal 
Year 201 1 funds are budgeted. 
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CONSTRUCTION 


The Pacific Ocean Division's Construction budget request will provide funding for 
one construction project. Highlights of our Construction program include the following. 


Pacific Ocean Division 

Fiscal Year 2011 Budget 


Construction 

Alaska District 

$7,000,000 

Honoiulu District 

$0 

POD TOTAL 

$7,000,000 


Navigation 

Akutan Harbor, Alaska 

Akutan is located approximately 780 miles southwest of Anchorage, Alaska on 
Akutan island. The proposed harbor will provide protected moorage and serve as a 
base of operations for a fleet of commercial fishing vessels. A feasibility cost sharing 
agreement was executed in Fiscal Year 1998. The final Feasibility Study and 
Environmental Impact Statement were completed in July 2004 and the Chief of 
Engineer’s Report was signed in December 2004. A design agreement was executed 
in March 2005. Construction was authorized in the Fiscal Year 2006 Energy and Water 
Appropriations Act (Section 138, PL 109-103) and included the mooring basin dredging 
as a General Navigation Feature. A Limited Re-evaluation Report reflecting the revised 
General Navigation Feature was completed in Fiscal Year 2007. The Record of 
Decision was signed in January 2008, the Office of Management and Budget approved 
the project in April 2008, and the Project Partnership Agreement was executed on 29 
July 2008. In Fiscal Year 2009, we completed surveys, tidal benchmark update, and 
plans and specifications for the breakwaters, entrance channel and mooring basin. The 
2009 American Recovery and Reinvestment Act allocated funds in the amount 
$28,500,000 to award the construction of the project’s general navigation features in 
Fiscal Year 2010. Award is scheduled for mid-Feb 2010 with scheduled completion 
date in Fiscal Year 2012. Fiscal Year 2011 funds in the amount of $7,000,000 are 
budgeted. 


Chignik Harbor, Alaska 

Chignik Harbor is located on the south side of the Alaska Peninsula about 450 
miles southwest of Anchorage, Alaska. The harbor will provide protected moorage for 
the commercial fishing fleet. The Project Cooperation Agreement was executed in 
August 2000. A construction contract was awarded in August 2001 with construction 
starting in the spring of 2002. Construction of the breakwaters was completed in 
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September 2004. Due to differing site conditions, a second contract to complete 
dredging was required. Bids for the dredging contract were opened in January 2008 
and a contract was awarded in March 2006. Construction is scheduled for completion 
in Fiscal Year 2010. No Fiscal Year 2011 funds are budgeted. 

False Pass Harbor, Alaska 

False Pass is located on the east side of Unimak Island at the eastern end of the 
Aleutian Island chain about 700 miles southwest of Anchorage, Alaska. The harbor will 
provide year round protected moorage for commercial fishing in proximity to the 
salmon, pollock, herring, halibut, crab, and cod fisheries. The feasibility study was 
completed in October 2000, a Chief of Engineer’s Report was signed in December 
2000, and the design agreement was executed in March 2001. Project construction 
was authorized in the Water Resources Development Act of 2000. With Fiscal Year 
2003 funds provided by Congress, we completed a Limited Reevaluation Report that 
was approved by our headquarters in August 2003. We executed the Project 
Cooperation Agreement in May 2004 and awarded a construction contract in July 2005. 
Construction was completed in October 2009. No Fiscal Year 2011 funds are 
budgeted. 


Saint Paul Harbor, Alaska 

Saint Paul Island is located in the Bering Sea and is the northernmost of the 
Pribilof Islands, which is approximately 750 miles southwest of Anchorage, Alaska. A 
Project Cooperation Agreement was executed in November 1998. The contract for 
Phase I construction of the submerged breakwaters was awarded in March 1999 and 
construction was completed in August 2001. The Phase II contract was awarded in 
June 2003. The Phase II contract included dredging of the navigation channel and 
turning basin, completion of scour protection at the existing main breakwater, and 
environmental restoration measures. Construction of Phase II was completed in 
September 2005. Construction of a small boat harbor at Saint Paul was authorized in 
the Water Resources Development Act of 1999. The General Reevaluation Report was 
approved in December 2005 and the Project Cooperation Agreement for the small boat 
harbor was executed in September 2006. Construction bids were opened in March 
2009 and the construction contract was awarded in May 2009. Construction is 
scheduled to start in Fiscal Year 2010 with completion scheduled in Fiscal Year 2012. 
No Fiscal Year 201 1 funds are budgeted. 

Seward Harbor Expansion, Alaska 

Seward Harbor is located on the Kenai Peninsula about 120 miles south of 
Anchorage, Alaska. Additional work to lengthen the harbor’s breakwater due to wave 
conditions in the entrance channel was authorized in the Water Resources 
Development Act of 2007. Construction plans and specifications to lengthen the 
breakwater an additional 215 feet were completed in Fiscal Year 2008. Fiscal Year 
2009 activities included preparation of a decision document to support the breakwater 
extension and an amendment to the existing harbor’s Project Cooperation Agreement 
which was executed in August 2009. The 2009 American Recovery and Reinvestment 
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Act provided allocations in the amount $4,522,000 for construction of the project which 
was awarded in October 2009. Construction is scheduled for completion in late 
calendar year 2011. No Fiscal Year 201 1 funds are budgeted. 

Sitka Harbor, Alaska 

Sitka is located on the west coast of Baranof Island fronting the Pacific Ocean on 
Sitka Sound, approximately 95 air miles southwest of Juneau, Alaska. Reconnaissance 
phase investigations to improve wave protection at the existing harbor facilities were 
initiated with Fiscal Year 2001 funds provided by Congress. The reconnaissance report 
was completed in November 2001 and approved in May 2002. The findings indicated 
that excessive damages to the float systems and vessels occur due to the design 
deficiency of the breakwater configuration. As directed and with funds provided by 
Congress in Fiscal Year 2005, we initiated design deficiency correction activities which 
included physical hydraulic model studies, the preparation of a decision document, and 
the preparation of plans and specifications. The 2009 American Recovery and 
Reinvestment Act provided an allocation of $1,522,000 to award contracts for collection 
of wave, current, and dock motion data, wave hindcasts, collection of economic data, 
and report preparation. These activities are continuing in Fiscal Year 2010. No Fiscal 
Year 201 1 funds are budgeted. 

Unalaska Harbor, Alaska 

The City of Unalaska is located on Unalaska Island in the Aleutian Chain, 
approximately 800 miles southwest of Anchorage, Alaska. The existing facilities at 
Unalaska do not meet current moorage demands. A feasibility cost sharing agreement 
was executed in June 1999. The final Feasibility Report and Environmental Impact 
Statement were completed in June 2004 and a favorable Chief of Engineer’s Report 
was signed in December 2004. The project was authorized in the Fiscal Year 2005 
Defense Authorization Act, Public Law 108-375. The design agreement was executed 
in May 2005 and the project’s Record of Decision was signed in October 2006. A 
Project Cooperation Agreement was executed in May 2007 and 0MB approval of the 
project was received in June 2007. A construction contract was awarded in July 2008 
for Phase I construction of the rock breakwater, dredging, and the rock mitigation reefs. 
Phase I construction was completed in November 2009. In Fiscal Year 2009, we 
completed a limited reevaluation report which was approved in January 2010. 
Additional Fiscal Year 2010 activities include the Phase 11 design for construction of the 
floating breakwater. No Fiscal Year 2011 funds are budgeted. 

Kikiaola Harbor, Kauai, Hawaii 

Located on the island of Kauai, Hawaii, Kikiaola Harbor was originally 
constructed by the State of Hawaii in 1959. Preparation of construction plans and 
specifications was initiated in October 1998 and the General Reevaluation Report to 
modify the harbor to reduce shoaling and provide additional wave protection for 
approximately 45 vessels was approved in December 1998. In Fiscal Year 2003, we 
completed a Limited Reevaluation Report that was approved in October 2003. In Fiscal 
Year 2005, we completed a second Limited Reevaluation Report to document 
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additional items of local cooperation. The Project Cooperation Agreement was 
executed in August 2005. A fully funded construction contract was awarded in 
September 2007. Ground breaking ceremonies were held in March 2008 and 
construction was substantially competed in September 2009. Very hard material along 
the west and east entrance channel boundaries was not removed under the contract. 
The entrance channel has been determined to be safe and navigable based on current 
boater needs and a technical study conducted by the Corps’ Engineer Research and 
Development Center. By letter dated January 7, 2010, the Sponsor requested that no 
further work be done to remove remaining hard material from the channel as the harbor 
appears to function as intended and due to the lack of local funds. No Fiscal Year 201 1 
funds are budgeted. 


Flood Damage Reduction 

lao Stream Flood Damage Reduction, Maui, Hawaii 

The lao Stream Flood Damage Reduction Project, located on the island of Maui, 
was completed in 1981. High velocity storm flows have caused extensive damage to 
the project's existing levee system. We have completed hydraulic model studies at our 
Engineer Research and Development Center in Vicksburg, Mississippi based on the 
recommendations of the Corps of Engineers Committee on Channel Stabilization. In 
Fiscal Year 2009 the draft environmental assessment was released for public review 
and comment. Based on the concerns expressed as a result of the draft environmental 
assessment, it was determined that an environmental impact statement was required. 
Fiscal Year 2010 activities include the continuation of alternative analysis, preparation 
of the engineering design report, and initiation of an environmental impact statement. 
No Fiscal Year 201 1 funds are budgeted. 

Erosion Control 


Alaska Tribal Partnership, Alaska 

As directed by Congress in Fiscal Year 2004, we initiated the Alaska Village 
Erosion Technical studies for the Alaskan communities of Bethel, Dillingham, 
Shishmaref, Kaktovik, Kivalina, Unalakleet, and Newtek, to analyze of the costs 
associated with continued erosion of the communities, potential costs associated with 
moving the affected communities to new locations, including collocation with existing 
communities, and to identify the expected time line for a complete failure of the useable 
land associated with each community. We completed the Alaska Village Erosion 
Technical Assistance Program Report in April 2006. In March 2009, we completed the 
Alaska Baseline Erosion Study which provides a systems approach for coordinating, 
planning and providing an overall assessment to help prioritize erosion management 
efforts in Alaska. In addition, we conducted wave hindcast modeling studies in Fiscal 
Year 2009. Fiscal Year 2010 activities include surge modeling for west coast of Alaska 
and initiation of the Kaktovik Cultural Site Erosion Study. No Fiscal Year 201 1 funds 
are specifically budgeted. 
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Alaska Coastal Erosion, Alaska 

As directed by Congress in Fiscal Year 2006 and authorized by Section 117 of 
Public Law 108-447, we addressed coastal erosion issues under the Alaska Coastal 
Erosion program. The Fiscal Year 2009 Consolidated Appropriations Act (Division C of 
Public Law 111-8, Section 117) subsequently repealed the authorization (Section 117 
of Public Law 108-447) used for the Alaska Coastal Erosion program. Section 116 of 
Fiscal Year 2010 Energy and Water Appropriations (Public Law 111-85) provided 
replacement authority. Implementation guidance for Section 116 is currently under 
development. No Fiscal Year 201 1 funds are budgeted. 

Shishmaref. In July 2006, we executed a Project Cooperation Agreement with 
the City of Shishmaref and opened construction bids in June 2007 for Phase I 
construction of approximately 625 feet of rock revetment. Phase I construction was 
completed in 2008. In Fiscal Year 2008, we awarded the Phase 11 contract to construct 
an additional 700 feet of revetment which was completed in October 2009. 

Kivalina. In December 2007, we executed a Project Cooperation Agreement for 
Kivalina, Alaska. In April 2008, we awarded a construction contract for Kivalina Phase 
I, consisting of a base contract for construction of 400 feet of rock revetment. Options 
for an additional 1 ,200 feet were awarded in September 2008 and construction was 
completed in October 2009. A construction contract for an additional 400 feet of 
protection was awarded in December 2009 under our interagency and International 
Services program. Construction is scheduled for completion October 2010. 

Unalakleet. In January 2007, we executed a Project Cooperation Agreement for 
Unalakleet, Alaska. Fiscal Year 2008 work included completion of the design and 
construction contract documents. A construction contract was awarded in February 
2009 for 671 feet of revetment. All of the construction materials have been developed 
and construction placement will start in the summer of 2010. Construction is scheduled 
for completion in fall of 2010. 

Newtok. In Fiscal Year 2008, we completed of decision documents for Newtok, 
Alaska and negotiation of the Project Partnership Agreement which was executed in 
January 2009. In Fiscal Year 2009, we initiated engineering and design activities on an 
evacuation road. Additional evacuation road design and environmental work is being 
accomplished in Fiscal Year 2010 under our Interagency and International Services 
program and Planning Assistance to States program. 

Bethel Bank Stabilization, Alaska 

Bethel is located at the mouth of the Kuskokwim River, 40 miles inland from the 
Bering Sea and approximately 400 air miles west of Anchorage, Alaska. In accordance 
with Congressional direction provided in the Fiscal Year 2001 Energy and Water 
Development Act, we initiated engineering activities to extend the existing Bethel Bank 
Stabilization project an additional 1,200 feet. The project decision document was 
approved in December 2001 and the Project Cooperation Agreement was executed in 
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December 2002. The local sponsor acquisition of the required real estate delayed 
solicitation of the construction contract. In Fiscal Year 2007, we solicited the project 
and awarded the Phase I contract for placement of rip rap at toe of existing seawall in 
March 2007. Construction was completed in September 2007. The Phase II contract 
for construction of the replacement of tiebacks and wales is ready for advertisement; 
pending availability of additional Federal and Local Sponsor funds. No Fiscal Year 
2011 funds are budgeted. 

Dillingham Bank Stabilization, Alaska 

Dillingham is located approximately 330 miles southwest of Anchorage, Alaska. 
The Dillingham Bank Stabilization project provides 1,600 feet of sheet pile bulkhead to 
protect water and sewer lines, communication systems, homes, and businesses along 
an eroding bluff in the City of Dillingham. The Project Cooperation Agreement was 
executed in January 1998 and a construction contract was awarded in September 
1998. Construction was initiated in Fiscal Year 1999 and was completed in Fiscal Year 
2001. As directed by Congress in the Fiscal Year 2001 Energy and Water 
Development Act, we initiated work to extend the project and replace the existing 
wooden bulkhead at the city dock. In Fiscal Year 2008, we completed a draft decision 
document, value engineering study and initiated design work. In Fiscal Year 2009, we 
completed the final decision document and began preparation of an amended Project 
Cooperation Agreement. Fiscal Year 2010 activities include competition of plans and 
specifications and execution of the amended Project Cooperation Agreement, subject 
to availability funds. No Fiscal Year 2011 funds are budgeted. 

Infrastructure 


Alaska Environmental Infrastructure, Alaska 

As authorized and directed by Congress in the Fiscal Year 1998 Energy and 
Water Development Appropriations Act, we developed a plan In coordination with the 
Northwest Arctic Borough to identify projects for implementation under the Alaska 
Environmental Infrastructure program. A study cost sharing agreement with the Village 
of Buckland and the Northwest Arctic Borough was executed in September 1998 and a 
feasibility study focusing on the development of facility and community plans for 
domestic water, sewer, and solid waste services was completed in July 1999. A design 
cost sharing agreement was executed in September 1 999 for the preparation of plans 
and specifications for the Buckland water and sewer infrastructure. Plans and 
specifications were completed in October 2002 and we executed a Project Cooperation 
Agreement with the Village of Buckland in August 2005. The Fiscal Year 2009 
American Recovery and Reinvestment Act provided an allocation in the amount 
$3,000,000 to award construction of a water treatment facility. However, it was 
subsequently discovered that there was no authority to for the project to receive 
additional funds from the American Recovery and Reinvestment Act. Using available 
funds. Fiscal Year 2010 activities include amendment of the Project Cooperation 
Agreement for construction of a water intake system. No Fiscal Year 201 1 funds are 
budgeted. . 
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Kake Dam, Alaska 

The City of Kake is located in southeast Alaska on the northwest shore of 
Kupreanof Island, approximately 95 air miles southwest of Juneau, Alaska. The Fiscal 
Year 2001 Energy and Water Development Act directed the Corps of Engineers to 
replace and upgrade Kake Dam, which collapsed in July 2000, to provide drinking water 
and hydroelectricity. We completed a project decision document in December 2002 
and the Project Cooperation Agreement was executed in July 2003. The construction 
contract was awarded in January 2005 and construction was completed in April 2007. 
A follow-on contract, using available funds, for ancillary features was awarded in April 
2009 and is scheduled for completion in Fiscal Year 2010. No Fiscal Year 2011 funds 
are budgeted. 


Hawaii Water Management, Hawaii 

The State of Hawaii has experienced a significant decline in its sugarcane 
industry. In 1920, sugarcane irrigation systems provided water for over 250,000 acres 
of sugarcane fields. The irrigated acreage has since declined and the existing irrigation 
systems have deteriorated. With Investigations funds provided by Congress in Fiscal 
Year 1999, we completed technical reports for Waiahole Ditch on the island of Oahu in 
October 1999 and Kau Ditch on the island of Hawaii in October 2000. These reports 
were provided to the State of Hawaii to assist with future development plans. With 
additional Investigation funds provided by Congress in Fiscal Year 2001, we completed 
a reconnaissance-level report in Fiscal Year 2002 that defined the scope of the entire 
repair and rehabilitation program for the State of Hawaii sugarcane irrigation systems. 
The report identified Federal interest in repairing two systems, Waiahole Ditch, Oahu 
and the West Kauai Irrigation System, Kauai. We executed a design agreement for the 
two systems in September 2004. In Fiscal Year 2008, we continued with 
preconstruction engineering and design work to include a value engineering study for 
the Waiahole Ditch reservoir. By letter dated 13 March 2009, the local sponsor 
requested that the scope of work for Waiahole be expanded to ensure compliance with 
the recently enacted Hawaii dam safety law. Fiscal Year 2009 activities addressed the 
incorporation of requirements based on State of Hawaii's new dam safety laws. The 
sponsor is completing a water needs assessment to determine their reservoir storage 
requirements on the Waiahole system. Fiscal Year 2010 activities include awarding a 
contract to re-design the systems based on the sponsor’s needs. No Fiscal Year 2011 
funds are budgeted. 
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OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE 

The Pacific Ocean Division’s Operation and Maintenance budget will provide 
funding for operations and maintenance, inspections of completed works, project 
condition surveys, and navigation maintenance and dredging of our projects. Highlights 
of the Pacific Ocean Division’s Operation and Maintenance program and budget include 
the following. 


Pacific Ocean Division 

Fiscal Year 2011 Budget 


Operation and Maintenance 

Alaska District 

$22,629,000 

Honolulu District 

$1,491,000 

POD TOTAL 

$24,120,000 


Inspection of Completed Works 

The Pacific Ocean Division is responsible for conducting periodic and detailed 
inspections of 22 completed flood damage protection and 26 shore protection projects. 
Our Fiscal Year 201 1 budget includes funds to conduct these periodic and detailed 
inspections to ensure that the projects are functioning as designed (Alaska District 
$180,000; Honolulu District $642,000). 

Navigation Project Condition Surveys 

The Pacific Ocean Division is responsible for the maintenance of 76 harbors 
throughout the Pacific and Alaska. Our Fiscal Year 2011 budget includes funds to 
conduct periodic project condition surveys of those harbors (Alaska District $1,360,000; 
Honolulu District $604,000). The project condition surveys program includes 
hydrographic surveys to verify that project channel and basin depths are maintained 
and to Identify projects requiring maintenance, inspection of breakwater and protective 
structures, and dredging disposal studies. The Fiscal Year 2009 American Recovery 
and Reinvestment Act provided funds in the amount $1,000,000 to update vertical 
datum at approximately ten navigation projects in Alaska. 

Alaska Navigation Maintenance and Dredging 

In the State of Alaska, we conduct annual maintenance dredging for Anchorage, 
Dillingham, Homer, Ninilchik, and Nome harbors. In Fiscal Year 2009 we utilized 
American Recovery and Reinvestment Act funds to award a transitional dredging 
contract in May 2009 for the Port of Anchorage ($23,499,000) in conjunction with the 
Port’s expansion program and we awarded an option for the removal of a shoal 
blocking the entrance to Cordova Harbor ($700,000). Fiscal Year 2009 American 
Recovery and Reinvestment Act allocations were not required for Nome Harbor due to 
lower than anticipated dredge quantities and for Seward Harbor, a small portion of the 
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dredging requirement was awarded in October 2009 in conjunction with the Seward 
Harbor Breakwater Expansion Project. However, the contract proposals for the bulk of 
the Seward Harbor dredging exceed the government estimate and available funds and 
the contract was not awarded. Our Fiscal Year 2011 budget includes funds for the 
annually dredged Alaska harbors (Anchorage Harbor $14,013,000; Dillingham Harbor 
$955,000; Homer Harbor $513,000; and Nome Harbor $973,000, Ninilchik $420,000). 
In addition, the Fiscal Year 2011 budget includes engineering and design funds for the 
periodic dredging of Bethel Harbor ($234,000); Douglas Harbor ($241,000); Haines 
Harbor ($241,000); and Petersburg North Harbor ($500,000). 

Lowell Creek Tunnel, AK 

Lowell Creek Tunnel is located in Seward, Alaska on the Kenai Peninsula 
approximately 125 road miles south of Anchorage, Alaska. Section 5032 of the Water 
Resource Development Act of 2007 authorized the Secretary of the Army to assume 
responsibility for the long-term maintenance and repair of Lowell Creek Tunnel until an 
alternative method of flood diversion is constructed and operational, or 15 years after 
the date of enactment of the Water Resource Development Act of 2007, whichever is 
earlier. It also authorized the Secretary of the Army to conduct a study to determine 
whether an alternative method of flood diversion in Lowell Canyon is feasible. In 
accordance with Section 5032 implementation guidance, dated June 29, 2009, Fiscal 
Year 2010 activities will include the preparation of a letter report that details the extent 
and cost of operation and maintenance of Lowell Creek Tunnel. No Fiscal Year 2011 
funds are budgeted. 

Chena River Lakes Flood Damage Protection Project, AK 

The Alaska District is responsible for the operation and maintenance of the 
Chena River Lakes Flood Damage Protection Project that protects the City of 
Fairbanks, Alaska. Utilizing Fiscal Year 2009 American Recovery and Reinvestment 
Act funds, we awarded a construction contract In November 2009 for the modernization 
of the Chena River Lakes project office to bring it into compliance with the American 
with Disabilities Act, environmental regulations, and to increase energy efficiency. 
Additional Fiscal Year 2009 American Recovery and Reinvestment Act funds were used 
to repair and replace relief wells. Our Fiscal Year 201 1 budget includes $2,999,000 for 
operation and maintenance of the project. 

Barbers Point Harbor, Hawaii 
Regional Visitor Center 

The Honolulu District's Pacific Regional Visitor Center, constructed as a part of 
the Barbers Point Harbor Project in 1983, is located at Fort DeRussy in Waikiki, Hawaii. 
The Pacific Regional Visitor Center theme, "The U.S. Army Corps of Engineers: 
Partners in the Pacific - Protecting, Preserving and Improving" portrays the Corps of 
Engineers Civil Works mission and role in the Pacific. The Fiscal Year 2009 American 
Recovery and Reinvestment Act provided allocations in the amount $348,000 to 
modernize the Honolulu District’s Regional Visitors Center. The phase I contract for the 
renovations of the restroom facilities was awarded in July 2009 with regular funding. 
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The phase II contract for upgrades to the exhibits is scheduled for award this Fiscal 
Year. Our Fiscal Year 2011 budget includes funds of $245,000 for operations and 
maintenance of the facility and exhibits. 

Haleiwa Small Boat Harbor Maintenance Dredging 

Haleiwa Small Boat Harbor is located on the north coast of the Island of Oahu, 
Hawaii and was constructed in 1968. Fiscal Year 2008 funds were used to prepare 
plans and specifications and conduct environmental coordination for maintenance 
dredging of the harbor. The Fiscal Year 2009 Consolidated Appropriations provided 
$1,000,000 to partially fund the maintenance dredging contract. The Fiscal Year 2009 
American Recovery and Reinvestment Act provided funds in the amount $3,100,000 to 
fully fund the award of the maintenance dredging contract in Fiscal Year 2009. The 
dredging contract was awarded in July 2009. Dredging Is scheduled for completion in 
Fiscal Year 2010. No Fiscal Year 2011 funds are budgeted. 

Waianae Small Boat Harbor Maintenance Dredging 

Waianae Small Boat Harbor is located on the west coast of the Island of Oahu, 
Hawaii and was constructed in 1979. Fiscal Year 2008 funds were used to prepare 
plans and specifications and conduct environmental coordination for maintenance 
dredging of the harbor. The Fiscal Year 2009 Consolidated Appropriations provided 
$1,000,000 to partially fund the maintenance dredging contract. The Fiscal Year 2009 
American Recovery and Reinvestment Act provided funds in the amount $1,514,000 to 
fully fund the award of the maintenance dredging contract in Fiscal Year 2009. The 
dredging contract was awarded in July 2009 with regular funds. Dredging is scheduled 
for completion in Fiscal Year 201 0. No Fiscal Year 201 1 funds are budgeted. 


EMERGENCY RESPONSE 

In 2009, our Honolulu District, in coordination with the Federal Emergency 
Management Agency (FEMA), provided disaster response to the people of American 
Samoa in the aftermath of the September 29, 2009 tsunami that devastated American 
Samoa. Our Honolulu District executed emergency power missions, construction of 
temporary structures to serve as interim schools, conducted damage assessments on 
federal projects, and provided technical assistance for debris removal, temporary 
housing, and water and wastewater. 


SUMMARY 

With the support of this committee, our Fiscal Year 201 1 budget of $32,078,000 
will allow the Pacific Ocean Division to continue to provide quality and environmentally 
sound water resources projects for the people and islands of the Pacific and the State 
of Alaska. Our Civil Works program and projects have an enormously important impact 
on the economic and social well being of the island and rural communities that are 
served by the Pacific Ocean Division. 
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STATUS REPORT 

Report of Brigadier General (P) Michael J. Walsh, Commander, Mississippi Valley 
Division, Commander, Task Force Hope, and President, Mississippi River Commission, 

AREA OF RESPONSIBILITY 

The Mississippi! Valley Division area of responsibility encompasses 370,000 square miles 
along the Mississippi River from Canada to the Gulf of Mexico. This area includes all or 
portions of twelve states, 60 Congressional districts, and a population of 28 million people. 
Included are six district offices headquartered in St. Paul, Minnesota; Rock Island, Illinois; 

St. Louis, Missouri; Memphis, Tennessee; Vicksburg, Mississippi; and New Orleans, Louisiana. 
In addition to being Division Commander of the Mississippi Valley Division, I am also 
Commander of Task Force Hope and President of the Mississippi River Commission, which has 
civil works responsibility for the comprehensive and massive Mississippi River and Tributaries 
Project located in the alluvial valley of the Mississippi River from near Cape Girardeau, 

Missouri, to the Gulf of Mexico. Headquarters of the Mississippi Valley Division and the 
Mississippi River Commission are co-iocated in Vicksburg, Mississippi. 

The Mississippi River and Tributaries Project provides a comprehensive flood control 
and navigation system consisting of 3,727 miles of authorized levees and floodwalls (including 
tributary levees), as well as floodways, resei-voirs, dikes, revetments, and other features. This 
system is interstate in character. For example, flood protection in Louisiana is directly dependent 
on the integrity of the system in Arkansas. Since 1928, the nation has invested approximately 
SI 3. 4 billion in this monumental undertaking. The return to the American people has been 
approximately $360 billion for tlood damages prevented alone. This relates to $27 of protection 
for every Federal dollar invested. Additionally, the Mississippi River and Tributaries project 
provides approximately $2.7 billion in navigation savings on the Mississippi River each year. 

FISCAL YEAR 2009 PROGRAM PERFORMANCE 

For Fiscal Year 2009, major emphasis continued on the development and execution of 
realistic and achievable schedules. In the Investigations and Construction appropriations, 92 
percent and 95 percent, respectively, of our .scheduled funds were obligated. In the Operations 
and Maintenance ap.propriation, 98 percent of scheduled funds were obligated. Of the 
Mississippi River and Tributaries funds, 97 percent of scheduled funds were obligated. 

FISCAL YEAR 2010 PROGRAM MANAGEMENT 

For Fiscal Year 2010, perfonnance goals in all appropriations will be met or exceeded 
and commitments to local sponsors of our projects will be kept. 
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FISCAL YEAR 2011 PROGRAM SUMMARY 

The Fiscal Year 201 1 total program for the Mississippi Valley Division and the 
Mississippi River Commission is $743 million in new budget authority. The Construction 
program accounts for $153 million, or about 21 cents of each dollar; Operations and Maintenance 
of existing projects account for $553 million, or about 74 cents of each dollar; and Investigations 
for potential projects account for $37 million, or about 5 cents of each dollar. 


MISSISSIPPI VALLEY DIVISION PROGRAM 

The Mississippi Valley Division program totals $503 million for Fiscal Year 201 1 . 


FLOOD AND COASTAL STORM DAMAGE REDUCTION 
INVESTIGATIONS 

Fargo, ND-Moorhead, MN Metro 
(Red River of the North Basin, 

MN, ND, SD and Manitoba, Canada) 

The Cities of Fargo, North Dakota, and Moorhead, Minnesota, are located on the Red 
River of the North in eastern North Dakota and western Minnesota. Average annual flood 
damages in the Fargo-Moorhead metropolitan area are estimated at more than $73 million. The 
Fargo-Moorhead metropolitan area has a relatively high risk of flooding; the metropolitan area’s 
population is projected to increase from 174,000 people in 2000 to more than 218,000 in 2015, 
and much of that development is expected in areas between the 100-year and 500-year flood 
elevations. The highest river stages usually occur as a result of spring snowmelt, but summer 
rainfall events have ahso caused significant flood damages. The Red River of the North has 
exceeded the National Weather Service flood stage of 17 feet in 51 of the past 107 years, and 
eveiy year from 1993 through 2009, with the flood of record occuiring in 2009. The study area is 
between the Wild Rice River, the Sheyenne Ri\ er, and the Red River of the North; interbasin 
flow's complicate the hydrology of the region and contribute to extensive flooding. The average 
net benefits of a project are expected to exceed $1 1 million annually, all for flood and coastal 
storm damage reduction. The likely tentatively recommended plan will be a diversion channel 
around the Fargo-Moorhead community at a cost of nearly $1 billion and a Federal cost of nearly 
$650 million. Based on the latest economic analysis completed in October 2009, the diversion 
plan had a benefit-to-cost ratio of 1 .22 to 1 .0. Fiscal Year 20 1 0 funds are being used to continue 
the feasibility study. Funds budgeted for Fiscal Year 201 1 will be used to complete the feasibility 
phase and to initiate Preconstruction Engineering and Design. 
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CONSTRUCTION 

Alton to Gale Organized Levee Districts, Illinois and Missouri (Design Deficiency) 

The Alton to Gale project is located adjacent to the Mississippi River between Alton, 
Illinois, and Gale, Illinois. For many years some reaches of this levee system have been 
experiencing a significant number of slides, thus reducing the ability of the levee system to 
provide the authorized level of protection. The Corps made the determination that the slides are 
due to a design deficiency. This deficiency correction project involves repairing levee slides to 
prevent failure of levee embankment slopes during high water events. A letter report to address 
the deficiency correction is being finalized with funds provided in Fiscal Year 2010. Funds 
budgeted for Fiscal Year 201 1 will be used to finalize plans and specifications for the first item 
of work for the levee repair. 

Chain of Rocks Canal, Mississippi River, Illinois 
(Deficiency Correction) 

The Chain of Rocks, Deficiency Correction project, located on the Mississippi River near 
Madison County, Illinois, involves installation of relief wells and construction of berms and a 
pump station. Funds available in Fiscal Year 2010 and funds budgeted for Fiscal Year 201 1 will 
be used to continue construction of the project. The budget includes funding for this project 
primarily to address a significant risk to human safety. The Corps made this determination based 
on many factors such as the likelihood and magnitude of the potential flooding, the number of 
people living in the flood plain, the likely warning time, the availability of evacuation routes, and 
site-specific engineering factors. 


East St. Louis, Illinois 

The East St. Louis, Illinois, flood protection rehabilitation project protects approximately 
85,000-acrcs in extensively developed residential, urban, and commercial floodplains located in 
St. Clair and Madison Counties, Illinois. The rehabilitation project is nearing completion. New 
geotechnical investigations and subsequent data analysis indicate that a separate deficiency 
coiTection project may be required to address critical underseepage and through seepage 
deficiency corrections to restore the system to the authorized level of protection. Funds available 
in Fiscal Year 2010 are being used to prepare a Limited Reevaluation Report to addresses the 
additional work required for deficiency corrections. Funds budgeted for Fiscal Year 201 1 will be 
used to complete rehabilitation of North Pump Station and to finalize the limited reevaluation 
work. 


Larose to Golden Meadow, Louisiana 

The project consists of a ring levee approximately 48 miles in length encircling the areas 
along Bayou Lafourche from Larose to Golden Meadow, Louisiana, and extending approximately 
9,800 feet from each side of the bayou. Enlargement of about 3 miles of the existing levee at 
Golden Meadow and construction of floodgates on Bayou Lafourche at the upper (Larose) and 
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lower (Golden Meadow) limits of the risk reduction system are used for navigation and hurricane 
risk reduction purposes. The Golden Meadow Floodgate, renamed the Leon Theriot Lock, was 
dedicated in November 2009. Fiscal Year 2010 funds in the amount of $2.8 million will be used 
to conduct a Post Authorization Change report which is required due to increased levee 
elevations and construction costs as a result of post Katrina hurricane and storm damage risk 
reduction guidelines. The remaining $3.0 million of Fiscal Year 2010 funds will be utilized for 
additional remedial measures to improve the system until the Post Authorization Change Report 
(decision document) is approved, The authorized project does not provide 100-year level of risk 
reduction and is below the authorized elevations. Fiscal Year 201 1 funds will be used to 
continue the Post Authorization Change Report and the Independent Technical Review of the 
Post Authorization Change Report. 

Monarch-Chesterfield, Missouri 

The Chesterfield, Missouri, project is located along the right bank of the Missouri River 
between river miles 46.0 and 38.5. The existing private levee system is 1 1.5 miles long and 
protects approximately 4,240 acres from the one percent annual occurrence flood event (100- 
year). The project consists of raising the existing levees on the Missouri River and Bonhomme 
Creek to provide protection from a two percent annual occurrence flood event (500-year) along 
with relief wells, a sheet pile cutoff, and berms to control underseepage. Other features include 
roadways, railroad and roadway closure structures, retaining walls, relocations, pumping stations 
with gravity structures, and environmental mitigation features. Fi.scal Year 2010 funds and funds 
budgeted for Fiscal Year 201 1 will be used to continue constniction of this flood and coastal storni 
damage reduction project. 


St. Louis Flood Protection. Missouri 

The St. Louis Flood Protection project, located in St. Louis, Missouri, lies on the right 
bank of the Mississippi River between Miles 176.3 and 187.2 above the mouth of the Ohio River. 
The project protects approximately 3,160 acres of industrial and commercial development. A 
section of the project failed during the 1993 flood. The flood protection system was constructed 
with inadequate closure structures and underseepage protection. These design deficiencies will 
be corrected to ensure that the .system provides its authorized level of service. Fiscal Year 2010 
funds will be used to continue constniction and funds budgeted for Fiscal Year 2011 will be used 
to complete construction. 


West Bank and Vicinitj', Louisiana 

The West Bank and Vicinity budgeted work is the co-located Mississippi River Levees 
and Hurricane and Stonn Damage Ri.sk Reduction System (HSDRRS) project located in 
southeastern Louisiana within Plaquemines and Orleans Parishes. The project consists of 
completion of the West Bank and Vicinity, Belle Chasse Polder at the Mississippi River by 
providing one percent risk reduction from hurricane storm surge propagating up the Mississippi 
River. The project reach is 1 7 miles which will receive interim engineering measures to provide 
one percent risk reduction by 1 June 201 1 using previously appropriated HSDRRS funding. The 
permanent features will follow increasing both elevation and cross sections of the levees. Fiscal 
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Year 201 1 funds will be used to complete plans and specifications and to initiate construction of 
the first construction contract for permaiient measures. Without the permanent features, the local 
area may not be able to continue to participate in FEMA flood insurance reductions. The project 
is authorized under both the Mississippi River and Tributaries project and under West Bank and 
Vicinity, Louisiana. 


Wood River Levee, Illinois 

The Wood River Levee project is located in Madison County, Illinois, along the left bank 
of the Mississippi River between river miles 195 and 203 above the Ohio River. It provides 
protection for residential, commercial, and industrial structures located within a 21.4 square mile 
area. Problems with the integrity of the flood protection system were documented during the 
1 993 flood. Failure of this levee would produce tremendous economic loss and create an 
unprecedented environmental disaster as the levee system protects a large refinery and chemical 
manufacturing area. Funds available in Fiscal Year 2010 are being used to continue design of 
relief wells and design for the reconstruction components of the project such as pump stations 
and closure structures, gravity drains, etc. New geotechnical investigations and subsequent data 
analysis has indicated that additional deficiency correction measures are required to restore the 
system to its authorized level of protection. Funds budgeted for Fiscal Year 201 1 will be used to 
initiate preparation of the Limited Rcevaluation Report to document requirements for the 
additional deficiency correction work, continue pump station constnjction, and complete 
reconstruction design for closure structures. 

NAVIGATION 
INVESTIGATIONS 
Bayou Sorrel Lock, Louisiana 

The Bayou Son-el Lock, Louisiana is a component of the Mississippi River and 
Tributaries, .-ktchafalaya Basin project. The lock provides navigation access for the Morgan City- 
to-Port Allen Alternate Route of the Gulf Intracoastal Waterway, while maintaining a continuous 
line of protection against the Mississippi River and Tributaries project design flood flow in the 
Atchafalaya Basin. The recommended plan for Bayou Sorrel Lock is the replacement of the 
existing lock with a new larger lock, 75 feet wide and 1,200 feet long. The thirty five percent 
design cost estimate indicated that the project may exceed the Section 902 cost limit. Therefore, 
the need for a Post yXuthorization Change Report is being detennined and, if required, will be 
developed and submitted to Congress for authorization. Funds available in Fiscal Year 2010 are 
being used to complete engineering design work to confirm the need for a Post Authorization 
Change report. Funds budgeted for Fiscal Year 201 1 will be used for development of the Post 
Authorization Change report, if required. If a Post Authorization Change is not required, funds 
budgeted for Fiscal Year 201 1 will be used to continue preconstruction engineering and design. 
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Calcasieu Lock, Louisiana 

Calcasieu Lock is a feature of the Gulf Intracoastal Wateru'ay between Appalachee Bay, 
Florida, and the Mexican Border Project. The lock is located east of the Calcasieu River, 
approximately 10 miles south of Lake Charles, Louisiana, in Calcasieu Parish. The lock prevents 
saltwater intrusion from the Calcasieu River into the Mermentau River basin, a major rice 
producing area. Calcasieu Lock, which was completed in 1950, has dimensions of 13 feet deep 
by 75 feet wide by 1,206 feet long and is structurally sound. The lock has experienced shipping 
delays due to increased traffic on the Gulf Intracoastal Waterway and use of the lock for 
drainage during heavy rain events. The study is addressing the feasibility of measures to replace 
or supplement the existing lock to reduce navigation delays. Fiscal Year 2010 funds are being 
used to address new requirements by the Planning Center of Expertise for economic modeling 
and the hydrologic and hydraulic mapping of the base conditions around the lock. Fiscal Year 
201 1 funds will be used to continue feasibility investigations including further economic 
modeling and certification, environmental assessment and engineering design. 


CONSTRUCTION 

J. Bennett Johnston Waterway, 

Mississippi River to Shreveport, Louisiana 

The J. Bennett Johnston Waterway project provides for a 9-foot by 200-foot navigation 
channel from the Missi,ssippi River, via Old and Red Rivers to Shreveport, Louisiana. The 
project includes five locks and dams sufficient to pass a six-barge tow. The project also provides 
for realigning the channel by means of dredging, cutoffs, and training works and for stabilizing 
its banks by means of revetments, dikes, and other methods. Recreation facilities and fish and 
wildlife development are also an integral part of the project. Fiscal Year 2010 funds are being 
used to continue mitigation and construction of the project. Fiscal Year 201 1 funds will be used 
to continue mitigation. 

Locks No. 27, Mississippi River, Illinois (Replacement) 

Locks 27 is located in Madison County. Illinois, on the Chain of Rocks Canal at 
approximately Mile. 1 85., 1 above the mouth of the Ohio River in Granite City, Illinois. The 
project plan provides for the rehabilitation of portions of the structure. The work will include 
replacement of the main lock lift gale downstream leaf, culvert valves for both locks, the lock 
bulkheads lifting beam, lock lighting, culvert valve machinery for both locks, the main lock miter 
gate, the downstream bulkhead sill stability anchorages in both locks, and the upstream 
protection cell; and restoration of lockwall stability using drilled tiedowns. All work is 
programmed. Funds budgeted for Fiscal Year 201 1 will be used to complete the as-built 
drawings and operation and maintenance manual. 
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Mississippi River Between The Ohio And Missouri Rivers 
(Regulating Works), Missouri And Illinois 

The Regulating Works project provides improvements on the Mississippi River from the 
mouth of the Ohio River to the mouth of the Missouri River. Project improvements are achieved 
by means of dikes, revetment, construction dredging, and rock removal. The Mississippi River 
between the Ohio and Missouri Rivers is a major artery of the inland waterw'ay system. It is 
essential that construction of project works be continued at a rate which will insure 9-foot 
channel depths for a year-round navigation season. Funds available in Fiscal Year 2010 and 
budgeted for Fiscal Year 201 1 will be used to continue construction of the project. 


ENVIRONMENT 
INVESTIGATIONS 
Illinois River Basin Restoration, Illinois 

The Illinois River Basin Restoration Program study encompasses the entire Illinois River 
watershed within the states of Illinois, Indiana, and Wisconsin. The study includes the 
development of a comprehensive plan for the Illinois River watershed, evaluation of critical 
restoration projects, and initiation of long-term resource monitoring. The plan and restoration 
projects will address habitat, water quality, navigation, and economic opportunities. Fiscal Year 
2010 funds are being used to complete one and continue four other critical restoration projects, 
support sediment gaging and program management. Funds budgeted for Fiscal Year 201 1 will 
be used to complete two and continue three critical restoration project feasibility efforts at an 
efficient rate in concert with the non-Federal sponsor, the State of Illinois. 

Minnesota River Watershed Study, Minnesota and South Dakota 
(Minnesota River Basin, Minnesota and South Dakota) 

The Minnesota River in southwestern Minne.sota originates at the Minnesota-South 
Dakota border, flows 335 miles through some of the richest agricultural land in Minnesota and 
joins the Mississippi River at Minneapolis and St. Paul, Minnesota. The river drains 16,770 
square miles of which 14,840 are in Minne.sota, 1,610 in South Dakota, and the remainder in 
North Dakota and Iowa. One of the recommendations from the Minne,sota River reconnaissance 
study included an integrated watershed, water quality management, and eco.system restoration 
analysis that would produce a watershed management plan to facilitate better watershed 
management and identify specific opportunities for the Corps of Engineers and other 
stakeholders. An interagency technical team would be fonned with expertise in hydrology, 
geomoi-phology, limnology, ecology, agriculture, and economics, planning and modeling. The 
study will take advantage of advanced watershed modeling techniques to understand the 
relationship of hydrologic and water quality parameters and the relative impacts and benefits of 
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alternative measures for flood damage reduction and ecosystem restoration and would integrate 
the efforts of a wide range of agencies currently working independently, leading to more cost- 
effective use of existing government programs. Fiscal Year 201 0 funds are being used to 
continue the Watershed feasibility study. Funds budgeted for Fiscal Year 201 1 will be used to 
continue the feasibility study. 

Red River of the North Basin, Minnesota, North Dakota, South Dakota 
and Manitoba, Canada 

The Red River of the North, a northward flowing stream, originates at the convergence of 
the Ottertail, Mirmesota and Bois de Sioux Rivers, Minnesota and North Dakota and ends at 
Lake Wirmipeg in Manitoba, Canada. Within the United States, the Red River drains portions of 
South Dakota, Minnesota, and North Dakota and forms the border between the latter two. The 
basin has lost much of the natural environment that existed in early settlement times, and 
flooding has repeatedly caused economic and human hardship. Major flood events totaling 
billions of dollars in damages have occurred in 1826, 1852, 1893, 1897, 1914, 1919, 1950, 1974, 
1975, 1978, 1979, 1985, 1989, 1996, 1997 and 2009. Significant floods with substantial 
documented damages occurred on tributaries in other years. Drainage, river modifications, and 
land use changes, including those for enhancement of agriculture, adversely affected the natural 
ecosystems. The basin’s water resources issues have been the focus of several watershed 
planning and management initiatives. The initial task in the basin-wide watershed study is 
development of a digital elevation model using LIDAR data. Fiscal Year 2010 funds are being 
used to continue the basin-wide watershed study as well as produce reconnaissance supplements 
identifying additional feasibility studies. Funds budgeted for Fiscal Year 201 1 will be used to 
continue the basin-wide watershed study, as well as produce reconnaissance supplements 
identifying additional feasibility studies. 


INVESTIGATIONS AND CONSTRUCTION 
Louisiana Coastal Area - Ecosystem Restoration, Louisiana 

The Louisiana Coastal Area Ecosystem Restoration, Louisiana study report was 
completed in November 2004, The Chief of Engineers Report was signed on 3 1 January 2005 
and was then authorized in the Water Resources Development Act of 2007. The ecosystem 
restoration program will construct significant restoration features, undertake demonstration 
projects, study potentially promising large-scale, long-term concepts, and take other needed 
actions to restore the ecosystem using the best available science and technology. 

The Water Resources Development Act of 2007 authorized fifteen near-term features 
aimed at addressing the critical restoration needs of coastal Louisiana. In addition, it authorized 
demonstration projects, a beneficial use of dredged material program, project modifications, and 
a science and technology program, The overall goal of the Louisiana Coastal Area Science and 
Technology Program is to infonn and guide the Louisiana Coastal Area Ecosystem Restoration 
Program both in the near-tenn and in the long-temi. 
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Fiscal Year 2010 and prior year carryover funds are being used to: complete the 
feasibility analysis for the Beneficial Use of Dredged Material Program study and produce a 
Director’s Report; continue the feasibility analysis for the Barataria Basin Barrier Shoreline 
Restoration Study; continue the feasibility analyses for six additional near term features: 
Multipurpose Operation of Houma Navigation Lock; Terrebonne Basin Barrier Shoreline 
Restoration; Small Diversion at Convent/Blind River; Amite River Diversion Canal 
Modification; Medium Diversion at White Ditch; and Convey Atchafalaya River Water to 
Northern Terrebonne Marshes. Feasibility analyses will continue for four additional Louisiana 
Coastal Area Ecosystem Restoration features: Land Bridge between Caillou Lake and the Gulf of 
Mexico; Stabilization of Gulf Shoreline at Point Au Fer Island; Modification of Caernarvon 
Diversion; and Modification of Davis Pond Diversion; and to finalize the feasibility cost sharing 
agreements and initiate the feasibility studies for additional features: Small Diversion at Hope 
Canal; Small Bayou Lafourche Reintroduction: and Medium Diversion at Myrtle Grove: 
Mississippi River Hydrodynamic Study/Mississippi River Delta Management Study. Fiscal Year 
2011 and prior year carryover funds will be used to complete and submit a Chiefs Report for six 
studies and begin preconstruction engineering and design on those projects; complete the studies, 
sign a Chiefs Report and initiate preconstruction engineering and design for four studies; 
complete the Director’s Report for the Barataria Basin Barrier Shoreline Restoration study and 
initiate preconstiuction engineering and design; continue the feasibility analyses for the Small 
Diversion at Hope Canal; Small Bayou Lafourche Reintroduction; and Medium Diversion at 
Myrtle Grove features; and the Mississippi River Hydrodynamic Study/Mississippi River Delta 
Management study; execute a fea.sibility cost sharing agreement and initiate the Project 
Modifications study. 

Fiscal Year 20 1 1 funds provided to the Louisiana Coastal Area Science and Technology 
Office w'ill be used to address ongoing system-wide priorities which include the monitoring and 
modeling of the hydrodynamics and sediment transport capabilities of the lower Mississippi 
River, the development of defensible wetland and estuarine assessment techniques to evaluate to 
benefits and impacts of diversions and other restoration projects, the quantification of the role of 
wetlands and coastal features in stonn surge mitigation and wave attenuation, and the 
development of both project-specific and programmatic adaptive management plans. External 
review of the Louisiana Coastal Area Ecosystem Restoragion program will be provided by the 
Louisiana Coastal Area Ecosystem Restoration Science Board. This Board is also scheduled to 
produce a peer-reviewed synthesis publication on diversions and delta building during Fiscal 
Year 2011, 


CONSTRUCTION 

Upper Mississippi River Restoration, 

Illinois, Iowa, Minnesota, Missouri, and Wisconsin 

The project is authorized for those river reaches having commercial navigation channels 
on the Upper .Mississippi River, Illinois River. Minnesota River, St. Croix River, and Kaskaskia 
River in the states of Illinois, Iowa, Minnesota, Missouri, and Wisconsin, covering three Corps 
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Districts. The purpose of the Upper Mississippi River Restoration program is to address adverse 
impacts to the aquatic ecosystem of the Upper Mississippi River. The program eonsists of two 
primary components; (1) Habitat Rehabilitation and Enhancement Projects and (2) Long-Term 
Resource Monitoring Program. Habitat Rehabilitation and Enhancement projeets are effectively 
preserving and improving fish and wildlife habitat on the Upper Mississippi River System. 
Projects completed to date have been designed to eounteract the effects of backwater 
sedimentation, provide water level control for waterfowl, ereate islands to deerease wind 
generated disturbances; alter flow to inerease dissolved oxygen levels during low water, “and 
increase the diversity and abundance of mast (nut) producing trees and native grasslands to 
benefit wildlife and protect cultural resource sites. The Long-Term Resource Monitoring 
program provides scientific information for more informed management of the Upper 
Mississippi River System ecosystem. Fiscal Year 2010 funds are being used for continuation of 
design and/or construction of 22 projects. In Fiscal Year 201 1, funds will be used for 
continuation of design and/or construction of 32 projects, collection and analysis of data that 
monitors the environmental status and trends of the Upper Mississippi River, and 
implementation of plans for the independent technical advisory committee. 

OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE 

This appropriation funds operations, maintenance, and related activities at the water 
resources projects that the Coqrs of Engineers maintains. Work to be accomplished consists of 
dredging, repair, and operation of structures and other facilities as authorized in the various River 
and Harbor, Flood Control, and Water Resources Development Acts. The work is accomplished 
in water resource regions as delineated by watershed boundaries. The budget for Operation and 
Maintenance funds for Fiscal Year 201 1 is S3W.1 million. 
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Hurricane and Storm Damage Risk Reduction Project, 

New Orleans Area, Louisiana 

This year marks the fifth hurricane season since Hurricane Katrina occurred in August 
2005. Efforts continue to meet the commitment to provide 100-year hurricane risk reduction by 
June 2011. In close collaboration with partners and sponsors, significant progress has been made 
on Corps of Engineers’ ongoing reconstruction, restoration and improvement efforts on the 
Hurricane and Storm Damage Risk Reduction System for the Greater New Orleans area. 

The system is stronger and more resilient than prior to Katrina and at any time in history. 

The planning, design, construction and contracting effort to accomplish this massive 
construction project in such a short time frame is immense. The Fiscal Year 2010 program 
includes $3.5 billion to continue execution of projects to improve internal drainage and to reduce 
the risk to the greater New Orleans, Louisiana, area from storm surges that have a one percent 
annual chance of occurring. This work includes restoring and completing construction of 
hurricane and storm damage reduction features in surrounding areas to previously authorized 
levels of protection and the incorporation of certain non-Federal levees into the Federal system. 
Approximately 103 construction contracts are scheduled to be awarded in Fiscal Year 2010. The 
State of Louisiana is the cost-sharing partner and will operate and maintain the projects after 
construction. It is estimated that $5 billion in supplemental appropriations will be carried over 
into Fiscal Year 201 1 for use on the hurricane risk reduction program. These funds will be used 
to award 12 constiuction contracts valued at $1.2 billion. This work will also include continuing 
construction of pennanent canal closures and pumps and continuing construction in the New 
Orleans to Venice project in Plaquemines Parish as well as interior storm drainage. 
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MISSISSIPPI RIVER AND TRIBUTARIES PROGRAM 

The Fiscal Year 201 1 Mississippi River and Tributaries budget is $240 million with no 
assignment of savings and slippage. 

FLOOD AND COASTAL STORM DAMAGE REDUCTION 
INVESTIGATIONS 

Coldwater River Basin Below Arkabutia Lake, Mississippi 

The Coldwater River Basin Below Arkabutia Lake, Mississippi, area is located in 
northwest Mississippi approximately 30 miles south of Memphis, Tennessee. Increased 
development within this segment of the Coldwater River Basin has created adverse impacts on 
area streams to meet water quality standards while maintaining flood damage reduction goals. 
The sponsors are the Yazoo Mississippi Delta Joint Water Management District and Tunica 
County Soil and Water Conservation District, The sponsors want to implement specific projects 
and develop guidelines for future development that will improve the aquatic environment and 
conserve water resources for use in agricultural production and habitat restoration. Fiscal Year 
2010 funds will be use to continue the feasibility study and Fiscal Year 2011 funds will be used 
to complete the study. 


CONSTRUCTION 
Atchalalaya Basin, Louisiana 

There are 449 miles of authorized levees in the Atchafalaya Basin project. .All of these 
levees are in place; about 43 1 miles are to design grade and section, and the remaining 1 8 miles 
require raising. The tlowline modeling effort is scheduled for completion in 2010. The flowline 
results will impact cuixent design elevations and it is anticipated that portions of the levee system 
that are currently at design grade will be redesignated as requiring additional lifts. Fiscal Year 

2010 funds are being used to fully fund tw'o levee enlargement contracts and support all required 
engineering and design and construction management. Fiscal Year 201 1 funds will also be used 
to fully fund two levee enlargement contracts as well as support all required engineering and 
design and construction management. 

Channel Improvement 

Under the Channel Improvement project, another component of the main stem system, 
about 1,051 miles of the 1,097 miles of authorized bank protection have been completed. Work 
planned for the Mississippi River during the 2010 .season includes articulated concrete mat 
revetment at four locations, and stone dikes at seven locations. There is no articulated concrete 
mat revetment scheduled on the Atchafalaya River. Approximately 185,000 squares of 
articulated concrete mat revetment will be placed during the 2010 revetment season. Fiscal Year 

201 1 funds will be used to place approximately 3.0 miles of revetment and construct four dikes. 
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Mississippi River Levees 

The Mississippi River Levees project is a component of the main stem system for the 
control of floods on the Mississippi River. The Mississippi River Levee System provides 
protection for 23,620 square miles and partial protection for an additional 3,780 square miles of 
land in the alluvial valley subject to flooding by the project design flood. The value of lands and 
improvements protected by the Main Stem System authorized works against the project design 
flood is $193.3 billion in 2009 dollars. Work continues on raising deficient levees to the 
authorized grade as well as constructing seepage control. Some reaches of the mainline 
Mississippi River Levees are inadequate to safely convey project design flood flows. Correction 
of these inadequacies in levee grade and/or section as well as construction of seepage control 
measures is given a funding priority within the Mississippi River and Tributaries program. 
Critical levee enlargements are now underway in Louisiana and Mississippi. Fiscal Year 2010 
funds are being used to fully fund award of six items. Funds budgeted for Fiscal Year 201 1 will 
be used to fully fund award of seven items. 


ENVIRONMENT 

INVESTIGATIONS 

Memphis Metro Area, Storm Water Management Study, Tennessee and Mississippi 

The study area for the Memphis Metro Area includes all or part of five counties: Shelby, 
Tipton and Fayette Counties in southwe.st Tennessee, and DeSoto and Marshall Counties in 
northwest Mississippi. The area encompasses all or part of six major drainage basins: Hatchie 
River, Loosahatchie River. Wolf River, Nonconnah Creek, Horn Lake Creek, and Coldwater 
River and includes approximately 2,600 square miles. The area has experienced extensive 
growth and development in recent years, and these trends are projected to continue at an 
accelerated rate. Major problems with drainage and other infrastructure are prevalent throughout 
the area. The purpose of the Memphis Metropolitan Stomi Water Management study is to 
evaluate the additional need for improvements for flood control, ecosystem restoration, water 
quality, and related purposes associated with storm water runoff and management in the area. 

The reconnaissance study identified needs and opportunities for ecosystem restoration 
concerning the various stonn water resource problems within the six river basins. Fiscal Year 
2010 funds are being used to initiate a feasibility study. Fiscal Year 201 1 funds will be used to 
continue the feasibility phase of the study. 


CONSTRUCTION 

Atchafalaya Basin Floodway System, Louisiana 

On the Atchafalaya Basin Floodway System, Louisiana, project, programmed work 
provides for acquisition of 50,000 acres in fee for public access and easements on 338,000 acres 
for flowage, developmental control, and environmental protection. Approximately 47,084 acres 
of fee and 1 16,802 acres of easements lands have been acquired. The Water Resources 
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Development Act of 2007 authorized an additional 20,000 acres in fee for a total of 70,000 
acres. Fiscal Year 2010 funds are being used to construct an element of the Buffalo Cove Water 
Management Unit, fundlhe supplemental Environmental Impact Statement for Henderson Water 
Management Unit and the Recreational Development feature of the Atchafalaya Basin Floodway 
System, evaluate alternatives for providing improved access to Government owned lands, 
develop the Bayou Sorrel Boat Landing plans and specifications, and conduct an Limited 
Reevaluation Report for acquisition of an additional 20,000 acres in fee lands. Fiscal Year 201 1 
funds will be used to construct additional elements of the Buffalo Cove Water Management Unit, 
complete Limited Reevaluation Report, and continue flowage and environmental easement 
acquisition. 


MAINTENANCE 

Fiscal Year 2010 funds are being used on 35 completed projects for operation of projects 
and repairs of levee slides, repairs to revetments, harbor dredging, and dredging of the 
Mississippi River. Fiscal Year 201 1 budget for Mississippi River and Tributaries maintenance is 
included in Region 8 - Lower Mississippi for $153.9 million. This budget will allow 
continuation of necessary operations and maintenance activities on 35 completed projects. This 
work consists of Mississippi River main stem channel and harbor dredging; repairs of levee 
slides, banks, dikes, and revetments; operation and maintenance of tributary' river basin projects; 
mapping; and inspection of completed works. 
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COASTAL WETLANDS PLANNING, PROTECTION, AND RESTORATION 
ACT (BREAUX ACT) 

The Coastal Wetlands Planning, Protection and Restoration Act (CWPPRA) was 
authorized under Public Law 101-646, Title III on November 29, 1990, which authorized funding 
for coastal restoration projects in Louisiana though 1995. On 1 November 2000, Public Law 
106-408 extended the CWPPRA funding authority through Fiscal Year 2009. On 8 December 
2004, the Consolidated Appropriations Act of 2005 extended the funding authority through 
Fiscal Year 2019. The CWPPRA established the Louisiana Coastal Wetlands Conservation and 
Restoration Task Force, a joint effort between the State of Louisiana and five Federal agencies 
chaired by the Corps of Engineers, to establish and implement a priority list of projects to address 
the critical coastal wetlands loss in Louisiana. On January 20, 2010, the Task Force authorized 
the 19 Priority Project Lists, including four new projects. The Task Force will begin planning 
activities for Priority Project List 20 by conducting four Regional Planning Team public 
meetings across Coastal Louisiana between January 26 and 28, 2010 to receive project proposals. 
Ten of the project proposals will be conceptually developed and evaluated at the reconnaissance 
level throughout Fiscal Year 2010 as candidates for Priority Project List 20 authorization in 
Fiscal Year 20 1 1 . Of the 1 48 currently active Priority Project List projects, 97 have been 
completed or are under construction and an additional 51 are scheduled for construction in the 
future. Authorized CWPPRA projects are anticipated to result in a cumulative net benefit of 
approximately 1 09,390 acres of wetlands over the individual 20-year project life. However, on 
January 20, 2010, the Ta,sk Force decided to close the CWPPRA West Bay Sediment Diversion 
Project during the 2010 low water season so approximately 9,000 acres of the.se wetland benefits 
will not be realized. The State of Louisiana Wetlands Conservation Plan was jointly approved by 
the Secretary of the Army, the Director of the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Sendee, and the 
Administrator of the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency on 21 November 1997. Approval of 
this plan reduced the state's cost-sharing from 25 percent to 1 5 percent for the unexpended funds 
for projects listed on Priority Project Lists 1-4 and all future lists. For projects on lists 5-6, the 
stale's share is reduced from 25 percent to 10 percent. The Task Force uses cost effectiveness and 
other wetland benefit criteria to approve Priority Project Lists. 
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BRIGADIER GENERAL JOHN R. McMAHON 
NORTHWESTERN DIVISION 


February 24, 2010 


DESCRIPTION OF DIVISION 

The Northwestern Division comprises more than twenty-five percent of the U.S. 
continental landmass including the Columbia River and Missouri River Basins. The Division 
headquarters is located in Portland, Oregon and provides direction and guidance for five 
subordinate District offices located in Kansas City, Missouri; Omaha, Nebraska; Portland, 
Oregon, and Seattle and Walla Walla, Washington. A Division office, which is focused on work 
within the Missouri River Basin, as well as management of our Military and Environmental 
Programs, is located in Omaha, Nebraska. 

The Division’s Civil Works Program directly supports the Nation’s economy through its 
focus on providing commercial navigation facilities; reducing damages from floods and coastal 
storms; maintaining safe dams and navigable waterways, providing hydropower, recreation, and 
other benefits; and developing and executing projects to restore the environment. The 
President’s Budget continues work underway and recognizes that several projects in the 
Columbia River and Missouri River basins must be adequately funded to satisfy requirements of 
Biological Opinions issued under the Endangered Species Act. As we execute our programs, we 
will utilize the resources provided by Congress to maximize our ability to meet the Nation's 
water resources needs to the greatest extent possible, to rapidly mobilize and provide response to 
civil emergencies and military conflicts in support of homeland security, manage risks posed by 
the Nation’s aging water resources infrastructure, to efficiently operate Corps of Engineers 
facilities providing necessary security, to meet commitments agreed upon with partners and 
stakeholders, and to meet alt requirements of the Endangered Species Act. The majority of our 
work is executed through contracts with the private sector providing a large economic multiplier 
and stimulus throughout the Nation’s economy. 
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OVERALL BUDGET 

The Northwestern Division’s Civil Works budget for Fiscal Year 2011 totals 
$538,116,000 and continues to focus on completion of projects currently underway to meet 
regional critical flood risk management, navigation, hydropower and environmental needs. The 
program returns significant dividends to the Nation’s economy and the environment. The 
Investigations program represents nearly .5 percent of our budget and focuses on completion of 
studies currently underway during Fiscal Year 2011. The Construction program represents 47.4 
percent of our budget and focuses on continuing execution of our important construction projects 
and addressing important dam safety issues. The remaining 52 percent of our Fiscal Year 201 1 
program provides the minimum level of funding for routine Operations and Maintenance (O&M) 
and critical repairs within the environment of an aging infrastructure. The O&M program also 
includes the funding of environmental compliance requirements and maintaining recreational 
facilities to acconunodate visitor requirements. 

In conjunction with the O&M, General funding, the Bonneville Power Administration 
(BP A) direct-funds provide routine work associated with power production at hydropower 
facilities in the Pacific Northwest. The BPA direct funding for routine hydropower Operation 
and Maintenance in Fiscal Year 201 1 is shown in the table below. 

The Northwestern Division also eontinues to work toward improved timeliness and 
consistency in all regulatory efforts and is working with other Federal regulatory agencies 
through the Northwest Interagency Regulatory Workgroup, a collaborative effort to improve the 
effectiveness and efficiency of our processes, the timeliness of decision-making, and the public's 
access to information about specific projects under review with the agencies. 


FY10 ENACTED 

FY11 BUDGET 

APPROPRIATION 

Investigations 

Construction 

Operations/Maintenance 

11,843,000 

214.609.000 

306.687.000 

2,698,000 

255.003.000 

280.415.000 

Appropriation Total 

533,139,000 

538,116,000 

BONNEVILLE POWER ADMIN 



Direct O&M & Small Cap 

Large Capital Funding 

BPA Program Total 

182,626,000 

129.303.000 

311.929.000 

179.861.000 

111.443.000 

291.304.000 

NWD TOTAL PROGRAM 

845,068,000 

829,420,000 
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PERFORMANCE BUDGET 

This budget utilized a performance based priority ranking along eight business lines; 
flood risk management, navigation, environmental restoration, hydropower, water supply, 
emergency response, regulatory and recreation within two Regions, Columbia River Basin and 
Missouri River Basin. The integrated Fiscal Year 2011 Northwestern Division Civil Works 
budget is developed by business line managers and program managers following the President’s 
Management Agenda. 


OBLIGATION PERFORMANCE 

During Fiscal Year 2009, the Northwestern Division obligated $732,439,800 for 
Investigations, Construction, and Operations & Maintenance including remaining items and the 
BPA direct funding of routine hydropower maintenance items. This represents eighty-one 
percent of the total funds available. During Fiscal Year 2010, we are continuing to focus on 
projects as appropriated and authorized by Congress. 
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INVESTIGATIONS 


Our Investigations appropriation will fund 9 continuing studies. The studies cover flood 
control, navigation and environmental restoration. Highlights of our Investigations program are 
presented below. 


NEW START STUDIES 


This budget does not include funding for new start studies in Fiscal Year 2011. 


CONTINUING STUDIES 

KANSAS RIVER BASIN STUDIES, KS & MO 

Two studies are underway that address water resource issues in the Kansas River Basin; 
Topeka Study, KS and Kansas City Study, MO & KS. The Fiscal Year 2010 funds for Topeka 
will be used to continue the Preconstruction Engineering and Design (PED) phase that addresses 
flood damage reduction measures. The Kansas Citys study investigates flood damage reduction 
measures on the Missouri and Kansas Rivers near metropolitan Kansas City. The Fiscal Year 
201 1 funds will be used to continue PED activities and continue the feasibility activities. 

LOWER COLUMBIA RIVER ECOSYSTEM RESTORATION, WA & OR 

This study focuses on a comprehensive long-range approach to address water resource 
problems and opportunities that have developed over time on the Lower Columbia River and 
Tributaries, WA. The Lower Columbia River has experienced significant change due to 
considerable environmental degradation. The Fiscal Year 201 1 funds will be used to continue 
the feasibility phase. 

PUGET SOUND NEARSHORE MARINE HABITAT RESTORATION STUDY, WA 

The study is identifying ways to restore nearshore habitat for fish and wildlife within the 
Puget Sound Basin, including all the major sub-basins - Hood Canal, South, Central and North 
Puget Sound, and the Straits of Georgia and Juan De Fuca. Twenty-one management measures, 
such as dike and seawall removal, beach restoration, and tidal marsh nutrient recycling, have 
been identified that address the fundamental causes of declining Puget Sound ecological health. 
The Fiscal Year 201 1 funds will be used to continue the feasibility level studies. 
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YELLOWSTONE MVER CORRIDOR, MT 

The Yellowstone River Corridor is an interagency study to investigate cumulative effects 
of land use and bank stabilization changes on the 600 mile Yellowstone River corridor extending 
from Yellowstone National Park to the confluence with the Missouri River in western North 
Dakota. This feasibility study utilizes a systematic, watershed approach to develop a 
comprehensive understanding of how the River responds to human factors and will culminate 
with the formulation of a corridor-wide plan for preservation and restoration of the environment. 
The interagency relationships and data developed through this study are leading to opportunities 
to examine site specific projects for both ecosystem restoration and sustainable flood damage 
reduction. The Fiscal Year 201 1 funds will be used to continue the feasibility level study. 

MISSOURI RIVER DEGRADATION, MO 

The Missouri River has exhibited significant degradation or down cutting of the riverbed, 
and it is particularly acute between miles 340 and 400 in Kansas City. This phenomenon has 
been observed by evaluation of Missouri River gage data collected over a long period of time. 
In other reaches of the Missouri River from Rulo, Nebraska, to St. Louis, Missouri, data 
indicates that the river bed is relatively stable. Concern has been expressed by local entities that 
continued degradation within this reach could destabilize the navigation structures, the bank 
stability, and impact local intake/discharge infrastructure (i.e. water supply intake structures, 
power supply intake structures, and other critical infrastructure along the river). Continued 
degradation could also impact Federal interest in the existing Kansas City’s Metropolitan Flood 
Protection System. The city of Kansas City, Missouri has expressed support for a study on bed 
degradation and potential methods to control or eliminate future impacts. The Fiscal Year 201 1 
funds will be used to continue the feasibility level study. 

WILLAMETTE RIVER FLOODPLAIN RESTORATION, OR 

This flood plain restoration study assesses opportunities to modify existing flood plain 
features in the Willamette Valley to reduce flood damages while restoring natural wetlands and 
promoting ecosystem restoration. The reconnaissance study (Section 905(b) Analysis) was 
completed in April 1999. It recommended following a two-phase approach in the Feasibility 
study. The Feasibility Cost-Sharing Agreement was executed in January 2004. The Willamette 
Restoration Initiative, acting through its fiscal agent the Mid-Willamette Council of 
Governments, is the local sponsor. Oregon Department of Fish and Wildlife and several other 
state agencies will provide cash and in-kind services in support of the sponsor’s share. The first 
phase I of the feasibility study, completed in August 2004, resulted in the “Willamette Sub basin 
Plan”, a watershed-based framework plan for the entire Willamette Basin with a focus on 
prioritizing needs for Willamette River Flood Plain Restoration, Oregon restoring habitat for 
aquatic and related terrestrial species. The second phase, currently underway, is a more focused 
study on the Middle and Coast Forks of the Willamette. The Feasibility Study has the potential 
to restore natural floodplain function along up to 70 miles of the Coast and Middle forks, 
including riverine aquatic bed, forested wetland and riparian woodland habitat. This study and 
subsequent projects have the potential to cost share habitat restoration for endangered species 
with a non-federal sponsor. The Fiscal Year 2011 funds will be used to complete the feasibility 
level study. 
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MOUNT ST. HELENS, WA 

The purpose of this restoration project would be to address the loss of wetland, riverine, 
riparian, and upland habitats due to the Mount St. Helens eruption in 1 980. Sediment retention 
structures, sediment stabilization basins, and dredged material disposal sites, constructed under 
emergency authorities to protect against flooding have served to block anadromous fish passage, 
and impact riverine spawning and rearing areas. Recovery of these habitats and their associated 
fish and wildlife species is unattainable without restoration actions to address impacts of 
constructed features on these rivers. The study will address wetland, riparian and upland habitat 
restoration, fish passage concerns and solutions, and riverine/stream habitat restoration measures. 
Fiscal Year 201 1 funds will be used to initiate the feasibility level study. 

WILLAMETTE RIVER ENVIRONMENTAL DREDGING, OR 

. The study supports a thriving deep draft vessel shipping port in a regional economy where one 
in five jobs in the PortlandA^ancouver area are related to export of grain, mineral resources or 
manufactured products. A yearly average of 7 million tons of grain is exported yearly through 
Portland, many through grain elevators on the Willamette River. The federal navigation project 
is maintained from river miles 0 to 14 and contributes to Portland being the tenth largest exporter 
in the nation. Petroleum products and mineral ores are the dominant imports at Willamette River 
facilities. Fiscal Year 20 1 1 funds will be used to complete the feasibility phase of the study. 
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CONSTRUCTION 

The appropriation for the Construction budget will fund 14 continuing projects in Fiscal 
Year 2011. 


CONTINUING PROJECTS 


BLUE RIVER CHANNEL, KANSAS CITY, MO 

This project is located along the Blue River and tributaries in Kansas City, Jackson 
County, Missouri, and extends from near its mouth (located at Missouri River mile 358.0) to 
63rd Street (channel mile 12.5). The project consists of channel modifications along 12.5 miles 
of the Blue River channel, including modifications to 1 5 railroad and four highway bridges to 
provide flood protection for a 30-year flood and flood damage reduction for less frequent events. 
The Fiscal Year 2011 budget will be used to complete the 53''* to 63^'* Street contract, and 
continue construction management and engineering and design of required habitat restoration 
features. The project is currently 94 percent complete. 

CHIEF JOSEPH DAM GAS ABATEMENT, WA 

The Chief Joseph Dam is located at Columbia River Mile 545, 51 miles downstream of 
Grand Coulee Dam in Washington State. The project will add flow deflectors to the spillway 
and implement operational changes such as spill exchanges between Chief Joseph and Grand 
Coulee dams to allow higher flows for salmon at reduced total dissolved gas levels, consistent 
with NOAA Fisheries Biological Opinions. The Fiscal Year 2011 budget will be used to 
complete spray protection and stilling basin debris removal resulting from the deflectors, the 
operating plan and project closeout. The project is currently 99 percent complete. 

COLUMBIA RIVER FISH MITIGATION, OR & WA 

The Columbia River Fish Mitigation (CRFM) project purpose is to mitigate impacts to 
migrating anadromous fish through the Corps dams in the Columbia River basin. The mitigation 
consists of improvements to facilities provided at the dams for passage of juvenile and adult 
salmon and steelhead and associated monitoring and research to evaluate effectiveness and 
develop improvements. Measures are being implemented in response to the National Oceanic 
and Atmospheric Administration (NOAA) Fisheries listing of 13 salmon and steelhead stocks as 
threat ened/endangered under the Endangered Species Act (ESA). These listings have resulted in 
NOAA Fisheries’ Biological Opinions addressing operation of the Federal Columbia River 
Power System (FCRPS) and the 2008 NOAA Fisheries and the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 
(USFWS) Biological Opinion addressing 13 Corps dams in the Willamette River Basin. 
Permanent construction and operational measures to improve fish survival result from biological 
and engineering research, analyses, and design efforts developed and prioritized through a 
regional cooperative process. Efforts began in recent years to also address lamprey, avian 
predation issues, and understand habitat needs in the lower river estuary. Since FY 2008, 
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evaluations to identify potential improvements at projects in the Willamette basin have been 
pursued under the CRFM program due to impacts to listed salmonids in that sub-basin. 

The Fiscal Year 201 1 budget will be used to construct and evaluate juvenile fish and 
adult fish monitoring and passage improvements, such as; surface passage improvements, fish 
ladder auxiliary water supply modifications, surface bypass facilities and outfall modifications, 
spillway chute modifications and flow deflectors, fish ladder entrance modifications to aid adult 
lamprey passage, avian predator relocation, as well as flow augmentation, bypass improvements 
including orifice and gate hoist modifications, and spill and other operational changes for listed 
fish. Studies include adult passage, spillway and turbine survival, avian predation, and estuary 
evaluations. Of the funds identified for CRFM, $35,000,000 will be used to continue 
comprehensive study to develop basin-wide plan and priorities for improvements, complete 
designs and initiate construction on high priority actions relative to their impact on the ESA 
listed Salmonid species in the Willamette Basin. The project is currently 69 percent complete. 

COLUMBIA RIVER TREATY FISHING ACCESS SITES, OR & WA 

This project will provide “equitable satisfaction” of the United States government’s 
commitment to replace usual and accustomed tribal fishing sites inundated by construction of 
Boimeville Dam. The project provides compensation to Native Americans by improving 32 
fishing access sites located along the Columbia River, including five existing sites, rehabilitation 
of Celilo Indian Village, and construction of 26 new sites. The first 29 sites are complete and in 
use. Capitalized operation and maintenance funding is included in the Construction 
appropriation and these funds are transferred to the Bureau of Indian Affairs as sites near 
completion. The Fiscal Year 201 1 budget will be used to prepare a project close out report and 
make capitalization payments for the completed access sites. The project is currently 90 percent 
complete. 


DUW AMISH AND GREEN RIVER BASIN, WA 

This project is located in the Duwamish and Green River Basin, in King County, in the 
Puget Sound Basin in Washington State. The project is a comprehensive restoration program for 
the Duwamish/Green ecosystem spanning the tidal estuaries to the areas in the upper basin. A 
total of 45 project features are authorized emphasizing restoration of critical habitat. The Fiscal 
Year 2011 budget will be used to continue/complete the following activities: Mill Creek Phase 1 
Construction; Upper Russell Road Construction; Mill Creek Phase II Design; Big Spring Creek 
Phase II Design; Big Spring Creek Phase III Design; Spring Brook Creek Design; Lower Russell 
Road Design, and monitoring at Site 1 . The project is currently 6 percent complete. 

GARRISON DAM AND POWER PLANT (REPLACEMENT), ND 

The Garrison Dam project is located in McLean and Mercer Counties, North Dakota, on 
the Missouri River approximately 77 river miles upstream of Bismarck near Riverdale, North 
Dakota. Under Phase I of the project, the existing turbine nmners on all five units were replaced 
with new runners designed to improve reliability and maximize efficiency over a broad range of 
operating conditions. Phase II of the project, will replace existing transformers, electrieal power 


54862B 



3477 


train, peripheral equipment, and switchyard equipment. The Fiscal Year 2011 budget will be 
used to award an installation contract for the 115 KV transformers and initiate design for 
switchyard upgrades to include autotransformers. Phase I of the project is 100 percent complete, 
Phase II of the project is 24 percent complete, with the overall project currently 67 percent 
complete. 


HOWARD HANSON DAM, ECOSYSTEM RESTORATION AND 
ADDITIONAL WATER SUPPLY, WA 

The Howru'd Hanson Dam project is located on the Green River in King County about 35 
miles southeast of Seattle, Washington. The project will add ecosystem restoration and 
municipal and industrial (M&I) water supply to the existing flood control project and will meet 
Endangered Species Act requirements necessitated by the listing of the Puget Sound Chinook 
Salmon. Phase I construction raises the existing flood control reservoir 20 feet to increase 
storage by 20,000 acre-feet for water supply use and construct a state of the art fish passage 
facility. Phase II construction raises the pool another 10 feet to store an additional 2,400 acre- 
feet of M&I water, plus 9,600 acre-feet of ecosystem restoration low flow augmentation water, 
for a combined total of 32,000 acre-feet of storage. The Fiscal Year 201 1 budget will be used to 
complete a Post Authorization Change (PAC) report. The project is currently 95 percent 
complete. 


KANSAS CITYS, MO AND KS 

The existing Kansas City, Missouri and Kansas, Local Protection Project consists of 
seven levee units along both banks of the Missouri and Kansas Rivers in the Kansas City 
metropolitan area. The proposed work will correct deficiencies on two levee units along the 
Missouri River; 1) North Kansas City levee unit work involves a new relief well system and 
other underseepage control measures to reduce risk of levee failure; 2) Fairfax-Jersey Creek 
levee unit work involves additional piles and buttresses for 1,446 linear feet floodwall to reduce 
the risk of floodwall failure. The Fiscal Year 201 1 budget will be used to continue design of the 
deficiency corrections on the two levee units. The project is 5% complete. 


LOWER COLUMBIA RIVER ECOSYSTEM RESTORATION, OR & WA 

The project area includes the estuary of the Columbia River and all of the tributaries of 
the Columbia River that are tidally influenced, which includes the Willamette River, up to 
Willamette Falls. The updated proposed action for the Federal Columbia River Power System 
includes actions calling for planning and restoration efforts in the Columbia River estuary to help 
avoid jeopardy for listed species. The Fiscal Year 201 1 budget will be used to complete removal 
of a 700-ft long dam and recoimection of the historical Sandy River (Sandy River Delta site), and 
continue project planning, design and implementation of up to 10 Washington estuary sites. The 
project is currently 53 percent complete. 
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LOWER SNAKE RIVER FISH AND WILDLIFE COMPENSATION, ID, OR & WA 

This project provides for losses to fish and wildlife resources caused by construction and 
operation of the four dams constituting the Lower Snake River Project (Ice Harbor, Lower 
Monumental, Little Goose and Lower Granite). The project consists of a number of Chinook 
and Steelhead hatcheries that have been completed and provide approximately 27,000,000 
juvenile salmon and steelhead annually. Additionally, this project will restore woody riparian 
habitat to pre-project conditions. Restoration effort includes creation of small forested islands 
and shallows that create substantial natural salmon spawning and rearing habitat. The Fiscal Year 
2011 budget will be used to complete design at several habitat management unit (HMU) 
locations and continue construction of woody wetland riparian habitat. The project is currently 
92 percent complete. 

MISSOURI RIVER FISH & WILDLIFE RECOVERY PROGRAM 

The Corps is working closely with the USFWS, States, Tribes, and other Basin 
stcikeholders to recover species provided protection under the ESA. In 2003 the Corps received 
an Amended Biological Opinion (BiOp) from the USFWS on the operation of the Missouri River 
Mainstem Reservoir System (System), Bank Stabilization and Navigation Project and Kansas 
River Projects. The Corps continues to implement the elements of the Reasonable and Pmdent 
alternative to jeopardy included in that Amended Opinion. Activities include construction of 
shallow water habitat for the endangered pallid sturgeon and emergent sandbar habitat for the 
protected interior least tern and piping plover, support for pallid sturgeon propagation, 
implementation of a bi-modal spring pulse system release from Gavins Point Dam, and an 
intensive research, monitoring and evaluation program. The Fiscal Year 2011 budget will be 
used for activities to first address the highest priority efforts to comply with the USFWS BiOp 
requirements followed by critical mitigation efforts below Sioux City. The budget amount will 
also be used to complete the design and award a contract for construction of the Yellowstone 
Intake rock ramp fish bypass component. Selected mitigation sites will also be prioritized to best 
respond to overlapping requirements of the BiOp. The project is currently 9% percent complete 

MOUNT ST. HELENS SEDIMENT CONTROL, WA 

The eruption of Mount St. Helens in 1980 resulted in the movement of sediment creating 
a threat of flooding and navigation disruption in southwestern Washington. The Mt. St. Helens 
Sediment Control project includes a sediment retention structure (SRS), fish collection facility, 
levee improvements, and dredging operations, all located in Cowlitz County. In 1997 the 
sediment behind the completed SRS reached the last row of pipes in the outlet stmcture and was 
closed in 1998. Flows from the pool are now released through the spillway and have an impact 
on downstream deposition of sediment and resultant flood protection. The Fiscal Year 2011 
budget will be used to continue aimual sediment monitoring and complete analysis of follow-on 
long-term alternatives for system-wide flood and navigation protection. The project is currently 
55 percent complete. 
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MUD MOUNTAIN DAM (FISH PASSAGE), WA 

Mud Mountain Dam is located on the White River about 38 miles southeast of Tacoma in 
western Washington. The existing fish collection facility sorts and collects salmon to be trucked 
upstream around Mud Mountain Dam. The current facility is deteriorated and unsafe. 
Replacement will allow the Corps to continue meeting mitigation requirements for the Mud 
Mountain Dam Project. The Fiscal Year 2011 budget will be used to initiate real estate 
acquisition and complete engineering and design. The project is currently 10 percent complete. 

TURKEY CREEK BASIN, KS, MO 

Draining a 23 square mile urbanized basin, Turkey Creek flows through Johnson and 
Wyandotte Counties in Kansas, into the Kansas River through a 1,400 foot tunnel. The flood 
damage reduction project consists of approximately two miles of urban channel modification to 
convey basin flooding and four large drainage pipelines to intercept hillside runoff. The Fiscal 
Year 2011 budget will be used for walled channel construction and construction management, 
engineering and design. The project is currently 40 percent complete. 


CONSTRUCTION, CONTINUING AUTHORITIES PROGRAM 

The Continuing Authorities Program (CAP) establishes a process by which the Corps of 
Engineers can respond to a variety of water resource problems without the need to obtain 
specific congressional authorization for each project. The CAP is comprised of legislative 
authorities under which the Secretary of the Army, acting through the Chief of Engineers, is 
authorized to plan, design, and implement certain types of water resources projects. Each 
authority has its own program authority and strict limits on the federal contribution. The 
Continuing Authorities Program (CAP) is budgeted by the Corps applying performance based 
budgeting to the individual projects requested to be done by our Sponsors. The Congress 
provides a budget amount broken out by CAP Section with a list of specifically named projects 
to be given high priority when funds are allocated. In Fiscal Year 2011, the national CAP line 
item is $40,969,000, of which $11,231,000 is for 10 NWD projects ranging in purpose from 
emergency, flood control, environmental, and navigation. 
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OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE 

The Northwestern Division is charged with the stewardship of a large Federal investment 
in an aging water resources infrastructure in the Columbia River Basin, Missouri River Basin 
and other areas throughout the Pacific Northwest. National assets include 30 major multipurpose 
power projects, 82 flood control dams, and numerous navigation projects. As these important 
water resource facilities increase in age, more of our efforts are focused on necessary repairs. 
Our budget will provide for minimum repairs, operation and maintenance for these facilities. It 
will not reduce critical maintenance backlog. 

O&M DIRECT FUNDING FROM BONNEVILLE POWER ADMINISTRATION (BPA) 

Under the direction of the National Energy Policy Act of 1 992, the Department of the 
Army and the Department of Energy, Bonneville Power Administration (BPA) signed a 
Memorandum of Agreement (MOA) in 1 994 that provides direct funding for large capital 
replacements at Northwestern Division’s twenty-one multi-purpose hydropower projects in 
Oregon, Washington, Idaho and Montana. Another MOA signed in 1 997 provides direct 
funding for operation and maintenance at these twenty-one hydropower projects. The BPA 
O&M direct funding commenced in Fiscal Year 1999 and eliminates appropriation funding for 
hydropower O&M activities, including the hydropower share of joint cost items. In accordance 
with the O&M MOA, a new five-year budget agreement was developed with BPA for Fiscal 
Years 2007 -2011. BPA, in coordination with the COE and Bureau of Reclamation, is 
negotiating a new rate case for Fiscal years 2012 - 2013. This new rate case will set BPA O&M 
direct funding levels for those years. The matching non-hydropower share of funding for joint 
cost items at these projects will continue to be requested through congressional appropriations 
each year. 


MISSOURI RIVER MAINSTEM SYSTEM WATER MANAGEMENT SUMMARY 
IN CALENDAR YEAR 2009 (1 Jan 09 - 31 Dec 09) 

The Missouri River basin runoff in calendar year 2009 above Sioux City, Iowa, was 33.7 
million acre-feet (MAF), 136 percent of normal, a marked improvement from the previous 9 
years. A significant plains snowpack accumulated late in the season over eastern Montana, 
North Dakota and eastern South Dakota. The mountain snow pack peaked near the end of April 
near 110 percent of normal. Storage in the mainstem reservoir system improved dramatically 
during 2009 as a result of the much above normal runoff. Two of the upper three large reservoirs 
(Garrison and Oahe) refilled into the annual flood control zone; only Fort Peck reservoir remains 
drawn down due to the 2000-2007 drought. System storage peaked at 57.9 MAF on 21 July 
2009, 1.1 MAF above the base of the annual flood control and multiple use zone, and 12.0 MAF 
higher that the 2008 peak. A bi-modal (March and May) spring pulse from Gavins Point dam 
was planned for 2009, however the March pulse was cancelled due to high downstream flows. A 
6,000 cfs May pulse was implemented. No damages were reported as a result of this or any 
previous pulse. The System prevented $2.9 billion in flood damage in 2009, same as in 2008 and 
only exceeded by the large runoff years of 1993 and 1997. The drought conservation measures 
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presented in the Master Manual were again implemented in 2009, since system storage began the 
year well below normal levels. This included provision of minimum service flows for navigation 
during the first half of the navigation season. By 1 July, system storage had improved to the 
level required to provide full service navigation flow support and a full length navigation season. 
Better support for all authorized project purposes was provided as a result of the improved 
system storage. Releases during the winter were set at more normal levels reducing the risk of 
both flooding and potential loss of water supply access associated with river ice conditions. 
Hydropower production at the six mainstem dams totaled 6.6 billion kWh in 2009, only 66 
percent of normal, but a big improvement over the record lows set in 2007 and 2008 when 
generation totaled less than half of the historic average. 


MISSOURI RIVER RECOVERY IMPLEMENTATION COMMITTEE 

In accordance with Section 5018(b) of the WRDA of 2007, a Missouri River Recovery 
Implementation Committee (MRRIC), comprised of representatives from basin Tribes, States, 
and a diverse range of basin stakeholders, has been established to make recommendations to 
entities undertaking recovery actions in the Missouri River Basin. In early 2008 a Draft Charter 
for MRRIC was developed by a diverse group of tribal, state, and stakeholder representatives. 
In implementation guidance dated July 1, 2008, the ASA (CW) approved the charter for the 
MRRIC and delegated the responsibility for selection of MRRIC stakeholder representatives and 
operation of the MRRIC to the Northwestern Division. The inaugural meeting of the MRRIC 
was held September 29-October 2, 2008, in St. Louis, MO. Seven MRRIC meetings were held 
in FY09. For FYIO, one MRRIC meeting has been held with two additional meetings and a 
video-teleconference scheduled. Interest and participation remain high. The MRRIC has formed 
several Work Groups to focus on Missouri River Recovery topics of interest. The MRRIC 
serves as a collaborative forum to provide consensus recommendations to the Corps and other 
entities undertaking Missouri River recovery actions including the Corps existing Missouri River 
Recovery Program. Further, the study leading to the Missouri River Environmental Restoration 
Plan, also authorized in Section 5018 of WRDA 2007, is to be developed in consultation with the 
MRRIC. The MRRIC will ensure that public values are incorporated into Corps decisions related 
to recovery, restoration and mitigation actions. 


COLUMBIA RIVER WATER MANAGEMENT SUMMARY 
IN FISCAL YEAR 2009 (1 Oct 08 - 30 Sep 09) 

The Dalles (Oregon) is the farthest downstream forecast point on the Columbia River. 
The Columbia River runoff in fiscal year 2009 above The Dalles was 90 million acre-feet (MAP) 
for the January through July period, 84 percent of normal. Precipitation at The Dalles for the 
fiscal year was 97% of normal. Flood damages prevented by the Columbia and Willamette River 
System projects and levees were estimated to be $5,479 million and $834 million, respectively. 
The Federal Columbia River Power System generated approximately 67.2 billion kWh of energy, 
in Fiscal Year 2009. 
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Fiscal Year 2009 Water Management operations were influenced by legal issues. In May 
2005, the Federal District Court of Oregon invalidated the 2004 NOAA Fisheries (NOAA) 
Biological Opinion (BiOp). In October 2005, the Court remanded the BiOp to NOAA to 
produce a BiOp consistent with the Court’s order. During the remand, the Court left the 2004 
BiOp in effect. In FY 08 the Actions Agencies (AA) - Corps, Bonneville Power Administration 
and Bureau of Reclamation operated according to the 2004 BiOp and Updated Proposed Action. 
The project operations were also consistent with the 2000 NOAA, 2000 United States Fish and 
Wildlife Service (USFWS) (all projects except Libby) and 2006 USFWS (Libby) BiOps. 2009 
operations were also guided by the 2009 Fish Operations Plan, as directed by the court order 
issued by the U.S. District Court of Oregon on 25 February 2008, and modified through 
consensus during the 2009 migration season. 


MISSOURI RIVER MAINSTEM SYSTEM WATER MANAGEMENT FORECAST 
FOR CALENDAR YEAR 2010 (1 Jan 10 - 31 Dec 10) 

Regulation of the Missouri River mainstem reservoir system in 2010 will be 
accomplished using the water control plan described in the 2006 Master Manual. The runoff 
forecast for the Missouri River basin above Sioux City, Iowa, calls for total runoff to be slightly 
above normal, however the temporal and spatial distribution is expected to be ratber unusual due 
to tbe extensive plains snowpack and lack of mountain snowpack. An extensive snowpack 
already exists on the plains of North and South Dakota, eastern Nebraska and western Iowa. In 
contrast, the mountain snowpack is only 77 percent of normal at a time when over 60 percent of 
the peak accumulation has usually occurred. The gain in system storage during 2009 will result 
in improved service to all congressionally authorized project purposes in 2010. Flow support for 
navigation is expected to be at or near full service with no shortening of the navigation season. 
The Final 2010 Annual Operating Plan, made public in late December 2009, presented the 
Corps’ intent to implement a bimodal spring pulse (March and May) from Gavins Point Dam in 
2010, downstream conditions permitting. This is in accordance with the Master Manual and is 
required to comply with the 2003 Amended Biological Opinion, The March spring pulse will be 
initiated at the start of the navigation season. The timing of the May pulse will be between 1 
May and 19 May, depending on downstream flow conditions, river water temperature below 
Gavins Point, and the status of tern and plover nesting activity. 


COLUMBIA RIVER WATER MANAGEMENT FORECAST 

IN FISCAL YEAR 2010 (1 Oct 09 - 30 Sep 10) 

The 2010 water year in the Columbia River at The Dalles has experienced 87 percent of 
normal precipitation October through 18 January 2010. Expectations for water supply in 2010 
are indicating below average runoff conditions in the Columbia Basin. The January final water 
supply forecast prepared by the National Weather Service River Forecast Center was 82 percent 
of normal above The Dalles, for the period April - September. 
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In FY 10 the AA will operate Columbia Basin projects consistent with those proposed by 
the AA in the 2007 Biological Assessment and in the Biological Opinion (BiOp) on the effects of 
the Federal Columbia River Power System (FCRPS), issued by the National Oceanic and 
Atmospheric Administration Fisheries (NOAA Fisheries) on 5 May 2008; the U.S. Fish and 
Wildlife Service (USFWS) 2006 BiOp, “Fish and Wildlife Service Biological Opinion regarding 
the Effects of Libby Dam Operations on the Kootenai River White Sturgeon, Bull Trout and 
Kootenai Sturgeon Critical Habitat,'” dated 18 February 2006; and, the 2000 USFWS FCRPS 
BiOp “Effects to Listed Species from Operations of the FCRPS,” dated 20 December 2000 for 
the remainder of the FCRPS projects. 

In the Willamette River basin, the AA will operate projects consistent with those 
developed through the AA in the NOAA Fisheries BiOp titled “Endangered Species Act Section 
7(a)(2), Consultation Biological Opinion & Magnuson-Stevens Fishery Conservation & 
Management Act, Essential Fish Habitat Consultation, Consultation on the Willamette River 
Basin Flood Control Project,” issued on 1 1 July 2008. 

All project operations will be consistent with these BiOps and any operations directed by 
court order or finalized through regional collaboration. 


' In accordance with a settlement agreement, the 2006 USFWS was modified in the 
“Clarification of the Reasonable and Prudent Alternative,” issued by the USFWS on December 
30, 2008. Any reference herein concerning the USFWS 2006 BiOp and Libby Dam operations 
for the planning period 2009-2010 will be consistent with the “Clarification.” 
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COLUMBIA RIVER TREATY 2014/2024 REVIEW 

The Columbia River Treaty (Treaty) allows either Canada or the U.S. to terminate most 
of the provisions of the Treaty on or after September 2024, given ten years advance notice. 
Otherwise, the Treaty continues without an expiration date. Regardless of what is decided about 
the future of the Treaty, the flood control provisions of the Treaty will change significantly after 
2024. The current guaranteed levels of 8.95 Maf of flood storage will shift to a system in which 
the U. S. may “Call-upon” Canadian storage for flood events that cannot be controlled in the U. 
S. This change has major implications for operations of the system of Federal dams throughout 
the Columbia River basin. The procedures and other details of how this called-upon operation 
will be implemented need to be developed in coordination with Canada. The cost and payment 
mechanism for flood control operations for the U.S. that are provided by Canadian projects will 
also have to be addressed. 

When the existing Treaty was negotiated, the entire focus was on flood control and power 
aspects. However, given the many changes that have occurred since the Treaty was signed in 
1964, discussions about the future of the Treaty will also have to address many other complex 
and interrelated aspects such as environmental and water supply requirements, legal and political 
aspects, climatological aspects, and others. There will also have to be extensive communication 
and coordination due to the widespread interest in the overall management of the Columbia 
River. As a result, the overall effort involved in determining the future actions to take regarding 
the Treaty will be substantial. 

In 2008 CENWD, in cooperation with Bonneville Power Administration and British 
Columbia Hydro and Power Authority, initiated a comprehensive review to collect critical 
information to support decisions regarding the future of the Treaty. Called the CRT 2014/2024 
Review, this multi-year study will address teehnical, political, legal, environmental and social 
issues, and trade-off analyses. Results of the review will support a recommendation by the U.S. 
Entity to the State Department before 2014 as to whether the Treaty should be continued, 
modified, or terminated after Sept. 2024. A work plan describing this effort has been developed, 
and $9,600,000 was provided in Fiscal Year 2010. During FY 2010, CRT 2014/2024 Review 
activities will continue. Those activities include completion of Phase 1 treaty studies. Work on 
writing the Phase I reports will be completed and bi-lateral outreach with States, Tribes, Federal 
agencies and other key stakeholders will be completed. Work on Phase Ila, Flood Risk 
Management Assessment, will be continued, including development of hydraulic models, 
collection of floodplain data, levee assessments and surveys, and economic surveys needed to 
develop flood stage/damage curves. 

The President’s FY 2011 budget includes $3,700,000 to be used for continuation of the 
Treaty 2014/2024 Review. Activities will include continuation of Phase Ila, Flood Risk 
Assessment Studies with completion of floodplain data collection, levee surveys and 
assessments, development of hydraulic and hydrologic models, updated stage/damage 
assessments, and climate change studies. At this level of funding, work will not be initiated on 
other Phase II activities, including formulation and evaluation of long term flood risk 
management strategies and Treaty alternatives. That work will be delayed until FY 2012. 


54862B 



3485 


CULTURAL RESOURCES 


Columbia River Basin Tribes: The management of historic properties, primarily 
prehistoric cultural resource sites, was an element of the Columbia River System Operation 
Review completed in 1996 with the Record of Decision being signed on 20 Febmary 1997. 
Pursuant to this decision and to fulfill our compliance responsibilities under Section 106 of the 
National Historic Preservation Act, the Corps forged a partnership with the Bonneville Power 
Administration (BP A) and Bureau of Reclamation to protect and manage historic properties 
affected by the operation of hydroelectric projects in the Columbia River Basin. Ten Columbia 
River Basin Tribes are participating in this partnership to assist in meeting responsibilities to 
preserve and protect historic properties, including traditional cultural properties. The partnership 
includes the establishment of five Cultural Resource Cooperating Groups (Co-op Groups) to 
evaluate and prioritize necessary management measures at 12 Corps-administered projects. 
These Co-op Groups are comprised of Corps and BPA persotmel, tribal members, State/Tribal 
Historic Preservation Officers and other affected state and federal agencies. The focus of each 
Co-op Group is on individual Corps projects or a series of projects. Management measures 
include preparation of historic properties management plans, historic property inventories. 
National Register evaluations, site mitigation and stabilization, site surveillance, data recovery, 
curation and public education, 

The current agreement specifies that the Corps will provide approximately $500,000 in 
Operation and Maintenance funding aimually to conduct management activities at Corps- 
administered projects. The BPA provides approximately $2.5 million annually in accordance 
with the Direct Funding Agreement between the Corps of Engineers and the BPA. FY 2010 
marks the thirteenth year of the program and according to the original agency partnership 
agreement, this is a long-term effort with anticipated costs totaling $45 million at Corps- 
administered projects. To date, approximately $25 million has been expended on various 
identification, evaluation and treatment activities. Plans need to be developed for funding 
continued Section 106 compliance activities after the $45 million is expended. Coordination 
with the tribes is ongoing through Co-op Group activities and finalization of a System-wide 
Programmatic Agreement for compliance with Section 106 in October 2009. The Tribes 
consider funding to be inadequate to manage the 3,400+ sites currently recorded in the system. 


Missouri River Basin Tribes: The Omaha District remains vigilant in the 
implementation of the 2004 Programmatic Agreement (PA), our commitment to protect our 
Nation’s great historical assets. The PA which outlines a new approach to preservation of 
historic and cultural resources on the Upper Missouri River Basin seeks to implement a shared 
stewardship approach to accomplishing our preservation responsibilities. 
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The PA signatories have been actively working several issues stipulated in the PA. A 
Monitoring and Enforcement Plan, 5-year Program Plan, Public Education Program, and 
consultation procedures are a few of the items the group has tackled. The Omaha District has 
pursued tribal partnerships to complete the difficult mission of cultural site identification, 
evaluation, monitoring and protection. Several Tribal governments, Indian-owned and operated 
business and the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service have partnered with the Omaha District to 
implement several PA Stipulations. Lower Brule Employment Enterprises, a construction firm, 
is a good example, having successfully completed the stabilization of a significant earth lodge 
village this past year. 

As mentioned, monitoring and enforcement has also been an area of emphasis. 
Monitoring of sites is currently being conducted as agreed upon in the Cultural Resource 
Management Plans and specifically documented in the Monitoring and Enforcement Plan. The 
monitoring identifies site boundaries and identification of impacts to the sites. Data is also 
collected that can assist law enforcement officials pursue violations of cultural preservation laws. 
The monitoring information collected is documented in a GIS database and is being utilized to 
make strategic decisions for the use of limited funding. 

To address the destruction of cultural resource sites resulting from illegal collection and 
vandalism, the Corps has contracted with a U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service Special Agent to 
assist Corps personnel in the investigation and prosecution of offenders. Enforcement continues 
to have successful results with more convictions resulting each year. The implementation of a 
looting hotline in fiscal year 2006 has assisted the district in targeting active looting. Information 
obtained through the hotline and other sources has been documented in a GIS database and is 
being utilized to target certain areas of the river where looting appears to be more prevalent. The 
Omaha District continues to work with other federal, state, and tribal personnel to pursue those 
that disregard the law. 

The 5 -year cultural resources program requirement continues to grow, currently 
estimated at $84 million. This includes the requirements generated by the implementation of 
Title VI of the Water Resources and Development Act (WRDA) of 2000. With the current 
funding, the Omaha District has been able to make progress in all areas mentioned above, but 
unfortunately the program is continuing to grow at a rate greater than what can be accomplished 
with the current funding level. Therefore the Upper Missouri River Basin Tribes and other 
concerned parties continue to express concerns over impacts from the operation of the main stem 
system on cultural resource sites. The Tribes view funding amounts for the protection of cultural 
sites as inadequate. Even at the current funding level. National Register eligible sites continue to 
be impacted and lost due to erosion, encroachment and looting. 
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CONCLUSION 

In summary, significant accomplishments highlight our current work year. We will 
continue to meet the nation’s water resource needs, prepare and respond to emergencies, both 
natural and man-made, as well as provide security and protective measures for our inffastmcture. 
Our dynamic and challenging military constraction, environmental restoration, and Civil Works 
programs have developed a diverse pool of technical experts and centers of expertise ready to 
address the toughest challenges this Nation may demand of us. Our acquisition strategies, such as 
design-build, are balancing the needs of the most cost-effective contracting mechanisms with the 
development of robust internal capabilities. Additionally, we are improving the timeliness and 
consistency of regulatory program efforts. The execution of our Civil Works programs, including 
development of water resource projects, mitigation in the Columbia River and Missouri River 
Basins to meet requirements associated with the Endangered Species Act, prevention of flood 
damages, and the efficient delivery of engineering services is of benefit to the Nation as well as 
the 14 states and 47 Congressional Districts within the Northwestern Division boundary. 
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STATUS REPORT ON THE CIVIL WORKS ACTIVITIES 
IN THE SOUTH ATLANTIC DIVISION 
FISCAL YEAR 2011 

INTRODUCTION 

Mr. Chairman, and distinguished members of the 
Committee, I am Major General Todd T. Semonite and I am 
pleased to present the status report on the Civil Works 
activities of the South Atlantic Division of the U.S. Army 
Corps of Engineers. 


DIVISION AREA 

The South Atlantic Division is responsible for Civil 
Works activities in all or part of seven southeastern 
states, Puerto Rico, and the U.S. Virgin Islands. This 
area covers about 260,000 square miles and includes about 
13 percent of the national population. Implementation of 
the Civil Works program is conducted through District 
offices located in Mobile, Alabama; Jacksonville, Florida; 
Savannah, Georgia; Wilmington, North Carolina; and 
Charleston, South Carolina. Management and oversight of the 
program are provided by the South Atlantic Division 
Headquarters located in Atlanta, Georgia. 

DROUGHT 

Drought conditions, which began in 2006, continued to 
worsen over most of the southeast during 2007. The US 
Drought Monitor indicated over 70% of the southeast was 
classified as being in a drought with almost 20% of the 
area classified as "exceptional", the worst intensity 
level. Record rainfall deficits reached 20-25 inches 
which is about 50% of normal for much of the southeast 
during 2007. Many streams also reached record low flows 
during the fall of 2007. Record low lake levels were 
observed at Lanier, Carters, and Falls Lakes which was 
about 2 feet lower than previous lowest level. Municipal 
and industrial water supply, agriculture, navigation, 
recreation, hydropower and the environment were all 
severely impacted by the drought. Management of the lakes, 
reservoirs, and rivers in the southeast by the Corps 
lessened the drought's impact. Rains in February 2008 


1 


54862B 



3490 


bumped up Raleigh, North Carolina's remaining supply in 
Falls Lake to about 115 days. Unfortunately, the longer 
term forecast remained for a dryer than normal spring and 
summer. The operation of all the projects has been very 
conservative, taking every opportunity to minimize 
releases. Slightly more rains in the winter of 08-09 
decreased the impacts of the drought by a minimal amount. 
However, increased rainfall during 2009 has filled all the 
lakes and reservoirs in our area. The City of Atlanta 
almost reached the maximum rainfall of record for one year 
at 78 inches. 


HURRICANES 

The 2006, 2007, and 2008 Atlantic hurricane seasons 
were very mild with no hurricanes as compared to 2005. The 
2005 Atlantic hurricane season was unprecedented. Many 
long-standing records were shattered, chief among them the 
record for named storms, twenty-seven (27) , which 
significantly topped the previous record of twenty-one set 
back in 1933. Of these 27 named storms, 15 reached 
hurricane strength, breaking the old record of 12 set in 
1969. Another record was for the most category-five 
hurricanes, three, with Katrina, Rita and Wilma. Wilma 
became the strongest hurricane on record in the Atlantic 
Basin with a pressure of 882 mb breaking the old record set 
by Gilbert (888 mb) in 1988. However Hurricane Katrina was 
by far the most significant and likely to be the costliest 
U.S. hurricane on record. Also, the final seasonal tally 
for damages will be the greatest in U.S. history, breaking 
the previous record set in 2004. The landfall of four major 
hurricanes in the U.S. also set a record. The South 
Atlantic Division was directly impacted by Hurricanes 
Dennis, Katrina, Rita, Ophelia and Wilma and the South 
Atlantic Division provided National support for Ice and 
Water. Hurricane Ida came ashore in 2009 on the Gulf Coast 
portion of the region and tracked along the northern 
boundary exiting the region on the North Carolina coast. 

The flood and wind damage by Hurricane Ida was fairly 
minor. The South Atlantic Division stands ready to provide 
support for natural disaster survival and recovery 
activities. Four technical members are already in Haiti to 
provide technical support for electrical, mechanical, and 
structural issues. 
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SUPPLEMENTAL APPROPRIATIONS 

The South Atlantic Division has received $264,585,000 
in Supplemental Appropriations to support recovery efforts 
associated primarily with hurricanes Katrina, Ophelia and 
Wilma. Four of the five districts within the South Atlantic 
Division are included in the supplemental funding to repair 
damages caused by the hurricanes. The $85,305,000 in Flood 
Control and Coastal Emergency funds are being used to 
repair damage and restore projects to pre-storm conditions. 
The supplemental appropriation provided $50,650,000 in 
Construction, General funds that are being used on cost 
shared projects to restore the projects to the full design 
profile and provide the design benefits. The supplemental 
appropriation included $128,330,000 in Operation and 
Maintenance funds that were used primarily to dredge 
navigation channels and harbors to remove sediments 
deposited in the waterways by the storms. The supplemental 
appropriation for the South Atlantic Division included 
$300,000 in General Investigation funds that are being used 
to conduct surveys to verify the project condition in 
support of economic analysis nearing completion. The third 
Supplemental Appropriation Act provided $10,000,000 in the 
General Investigations account that are being used to 
identify, develop and design projects that will restore and 
protect coastal Mississippi from storm and hurricane 
damage. That report is nearing completion. The third 
Supplemental Appropriation also provided $75,000,000 in the 
Flood Control and Coastal Emergency account that are being 
used to complete authorized projects at 100 percent Federal 
cost. The South Atlantic Division received $107,700,000 for 
15 interim projects for restoration of the Mississippi Gulf 
Coast. In January 2010 a $17,000,000 contract was awarded, 
the largest to date and now 13 of the 15 Interim projects 
have been awarded. Also $439,000,000 has been provided to 
restore the Barrier Islands along the Mississippi Gulf 
Coast as well as other environmental restoration. The 
supplemental appropriation has played a vital role in 
restoring parts of the nation to livable communities. 
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AMERICAN RECOVERY AND REINVESTMENT ACT OF 2009 

The South Atlantic Division is scheduled to receive 
about $760,000,000 from the American Recovery and 
Reinvestment Act of 2009. The projects selected represent a 
set of productive investments that will contribute to the 
economic development and aquatic ecosystem restoration. 
Consistent with Congressional guidance that the Corps' 
allocation of Recovery Act funds maximize national 
benefits, the Corps made its allocation of Recovery Act 
construction funds based on the economic and environmental 
return of its ongoing projects. The projects also meet the 
five criteria enumerated in the Congressional report 
accompanying the Recovery Act, namely that the projects 
will be obligated and executed quickly, result in high and 
immediate employment, have little schedule risk, be 
executed by contract or direct hire of temporary labor, and 
complete a project phase, a project, an element, or will 
provide a useful service that does not require additional 
funding. Recovery Act funds will be used to complete 
increments of work on previously started projects and in 
some cases to complete such projects. Actual obligations to 
date of Recovery Act funds amount to about $414,000,000. 
Over the last month the South Atlantic Division has 
obligated over $20,000,000 while awarding 18 contracts and 
work orders, increasing the cumulative contract actions for 
Fiscal Year 2010 to 89. 


OVERALL BUDGET 

The President's Fiscal Year 2011 Budget includes 
$722,090,998 for Civil Works activities in the South 
Atlantic Division. This amount will allow for effective 
study and project execution and continued operation and 
maintenance of completed projects. 

FLOOD RISK MANAGEMENT 
INVESTIGATIONS 

The Investigations Program allows for the planning, 
evaluation and initial design of solutions to Flood Risk 
Management water resource problems throughout the region 
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FISCAL YEAR 2010 

During Fiscal Year 2010, some important activities 
will be accomplished with funds previously provided. These 
activities include the study to evaluate flood and coastal 
storm damage reduction measures for Flagler County, St. 
Lucie County, and Walton County in Florida; perform a 
comprehensive evaluation of the Savannah River Basin, 
Georgia: determine the need to protect Bogue Banks in North 
Carolina; address the shore erosion issues and explore 
shore protection alternatives at Surf City and North 
Topsail Beach in North Carolina. 

FISCAL YEAR 2011 

The Fiscal Year 2011 Investigations budget for Flood 
Risk Management of $992,000 will allow for continuing study 
and planning activities in the South Atlantic Division 
area . 


FEASIBILITY 

NEW 

There are no funds included in the President's Budget 
for Fiscal Year 2011 to initiate new Flood Risk Management 
feasibility studies in the South Atlantic Division. 

CONTINUING 

AUGUSTA, RICHMOND COUNTY FLOOD REDUCTION, GEORGIA 

Richmond County is located in the northeastern part of 
the State of Georgia and comprises an area of about 326 
square miles. The project provides flood protection to 
water lines, roads and bridges, wastewater systems, 
hospitals, residences and commercial development primarily 
in the Rae' s Creek, Rocky Creek, and Augusta Canal areas. 
The budgeted funds will be used to complete the complete 
the Augusta Canal and Rocky Creek studies. 


6 


54862B 



3494 


EDISTO ISLAND, SOUTH CAROLINA 

Edisto Island is a barrier island approximately 4.5 
miles in length. Portions of Edisto Beach have a long 
history of erosion and storm damage. The Town of Edisto 
Beach has developed as a permanent and seasonal residential 
community with limited commercial development. The northern 
portion of the island is critically eroded allowing ocean 
water to flow under many homes at high tide. The study will 
continue to evaluate alternatives to provide storm damage 
protection to facilities and structures located within the 
Town of Edisto Beach, South Carolina to include 
identification of suitability of borrow material. 

PRECONSTRUCTION ENGINEERING AND DESIGN 

SURF CITY AND NORTH TOPSAIL BEACH, NORTH CAROLINA 

The towns of Surf City and North Topsail Beach are 
located in the central and northern part of Topsail Island 
in the southeastern part of North Carolina. Topsail Island 
is a barrier island located about 25 miles northeast of 
Wilmington, North Carolina between New Topsail inlet and 
New River Inlet. The area is subject to frequent hurricane 
damage. As a result of Hurricane Fran in 1996 and Hurricane 
Floyd in 1999 the total losses paid to privately owned 
property by FEMA was about $32,000,000. The funds will be 
used to initiate design of a dune and berm system to reduce 
flooding along the coast. 

CONSTRUCTION 

The Construction Program allows for the implementation 
of projects for Flood Risk Management in the region. 

FISCAL YEAR 2010 

Important work will be accomplished in the region with 
funds previously appropriated. The Flood Risk Management 
effort will dredge and snag Cedar Hammock (Wares Creek) , 
reimburse the local sponsor for the Federal share of the 
re-nourishment of a portion of Lee County, conduct pre- 
nourishment surveys for Manatee County and Panama City 
Beach, reimburse Palm Beach County and nourish Pinellas 
County in Florida; complete the General Re-evaluation 
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Report to improve Oak Island, Caswell, and Holden Beaches 
portion of the Brunswick County Beaches project, complete 
the General Re-evaluation Report for the West Onslow Beach 
and New River Inlet project, and nourish Carolina Beach in 
North Carolina. 

FISCAL YEAR 2011 

The President's Budget includes $184,013,998 for the 
Flood Risk Management construction program. These funds 
will allow for the continuing construction of important 
water resources projects. 


NEW 

There are no funds included in the President's Budget 
for Fiscal Year 2011 to initiate new Flood Risk Management 
construction projects in the South Atlantic Division. 

CONTINUING 

DADE COUNTY, FLORIDA 

Dade County is on the southeast coast of Florida. The 
project area consists of 9.3 miles of the Atlantic 
shoreline from Government Cut north to Bakers Haulover 
Inlet, 1.2 miles at Haulover Beach Park, and the section of 
beach along 2.5 miles north of Haulover Beach Park at Sunny 
Isles. The project provides for a protective and 
recreational beach with a dune for beach erosion control 
and hurricane protection. The berm width is 50 feet at 
elevation +9.0 feet Mean Low Water for 10.5 miles and 20 
feet wide for 2.5 miles. 

DUVAL COUNTY, FLORIDA 

Duval County is located on the upper east coast 
of Florida at Jacksonville within 20 miles of the Florida- 
Georgia state line. The project area extends along the 
Atlantic Ocean shoreline for about 10 miles south from the 
south side of the St. Johns River to the St. Johns County 
line. The plan of improvement provides for a 60 foot wide 
berm extension seaward from the state established Erosion 
Control Line. The plan includes restoration of the 
protective beach along the 10-mile shoreline and future 
periodic nourishment at 4 year intervals. 
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HERBERT HOOVER DIKE, FLORIDA 

The Herbert Hoover Dike system is a 143-mile earth- 
filled embankment that encircles Lake Okeechobee that is 
located almost in the center of the state of Florida. 
Portions of the dike are subject to seepage, piping and 
erosion problems. Dike failure along with flooding would 
result in extreme socio-economic and environmental damages 
including a potential for human suffering. The Major 
Rehabilitation Report (MRR) completed in November 2000 
divided the dike into eight reaches and included a detailed 
analysis of alternatives in the first reach. The MRR 
proposed construction of a seepage/drainage berm along the 
lakeside toe of the dike for Reach 1. Based on recent input 
from a variety of expert sources and in consideration of 
lessons learned from Hurricane Katrina, a portion of the 
project has been redesigned. The new design concept 
includes toe-ditch fill, a cut-off wall at the center of 
the dike, and a seepage berm. Construction will continue on 
the toe-ditch fill, cut-off wall and seepage berm for Reach 
1 and design activities for Reaches 2 and 3. 

MANATEE COUNTY, FLORIDA 

The Manatee County project is located along the west 
central coast of Florida, immediately south of the entrance 
to Tampa Bay. The plan of improvement provides for the 
placement of fill to form a protective and recreation beach 
for about 4.7 miles of shore along the Gulf shore of Anna 
Maria Key, together with periodic nourishment of the entire 
7.5 miles of shorefront. 

MARTIN COUNTY, FLORIDA 

The Martin County Shoreline Protection Project 
provides flood damage protection to about 3.75 miles of 
shoreline. Authorized by the Water Resources Development 
Act of 1990, prior nourishments have depleted the sand 
source. The requested funds will be used to continue 
planning, engineering and design and award a periodic 
nourishment contract. 
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PORTUGUES AND BUCANA RIVERS , PUERTO RICO 

The Portugues and Bucana Rivers project provides flood 
protection to Ponce, Puerto Rico through the construction 
of two high level dams and channel improvements. The 
Cerrillos Dam is complete. Construction is underway on the 
Upper Portugues Channel shoal removals that will complete 
the channel work. The Portugues Dam was originally 
designed as a concrete elliptical arch dam, curved in both 
the vertical and horizontal planes. A review of the design 
recommended a roller compacted concrete dam. Construction 
will continue on the Portugues Dam construction contract 
with the requested funds. 

RIO PUERTO NUEVO, PUERTO RICO 

The Rio Puerto Nuevo drainage basin is located within 
the San Juan Metropolitan Area along the northern coast of 
Puerto Rico. The basin drains 24 square miles of which 
about 75 percent is highly developed. The project includes 
the construction of earth lined and concrete lined channels 
with debris basins as well as bridge modifications. 
Construction will continue for the 11.2 miles of channel 
and canal improvements and bridges to provide flood 
protection for metropolitan San Juan. 

ROANOKE RIVER, UPPER BASIN, VIRGINIA 

The Roanoke River Upper Basin project provides flood 
protection facilities for industrial and commercial 
properties in the City of Roanoke, Virginia. The project 
includes channel widening, flood proofing two locations, 
training walls, bridge replacements and a flood warning 
system. The flood warning system has been constructed and 
the flood proofing has been completed. Construction is 
underway for channel improvements and training walls along 
with continued monitoring of the Log Perch. 

NAVIGATION 

INVESTIGATIONS 

The Investigations Program allows for the planning, 
evaluation and initial design of solutions to Navigation 
problems throughout the region. 
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FISCAL YEAR 2010 

Navigation investigations underway in Fiscal Year 2010 
include design for Miami Harbor and evaluation of improving 
Port Everglades Harbor in Florida. 

FISCAL YEAR 2011 

The Fiscal Year 2011 Investigations budget for 
Navigation of $1,244,000 will allow for continuing study 
and planning activities in the South Atlantic Division 
area . 

FEASIBILITY 

NEW 

There are no funds included in the President's Budget 
for Fiscal Year 2011 to initiate new Navigation feasibility 
studies in the South Atlantic Division. 

CONTINUING 

LAKE WORTH INLET, FLORIDA 

The project is located in Palm Beach County on the 
lower east coast of Florida. Palm Beach Harbor provides an 
entrance channel 35 feet deep, 400 feet wide and 0.8 miles 
long through Lake Worth Inlet merging with an inner channel 
33 feet deep, 300 feet wide and 0.3 miles long, then 
flaring into a turning basin. The feasibility study is 
investigating the deepening and widening of the project. 

NORTH CAROLINA INTERNATIONAL TERMINAL, NORTH CAROLINA 

The North Carolina International Terminal is to be 
located adjacent to the Wilmington Harbor navigation 
channel project near river mile 7.0 in the southeastern 
portion of North Carolina. The project involves the 
development of a navigation channel and turning basin to 
support the commercial navigation vessels calling at the 
proposed port. The feasibility study will evaluate the full 
array of alternatives to include channel depths and widths 
to accommodate the post panama canal class vessels. 
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TYBEE ISLAND CHANNEL IMPACT, GEORGIA 

Tybee Island is a 3.5 mile long barrier island located 
18 miles east of Savannah at the mouth of the Savannah 
River on the Atlantic Ocean. The mostly developed island is 
bordered on the north by the South Channel of the Savannah 
River, on the east by the Atlantic Ocean, and on the south 
and west by the Back River and salt water marshes. The 
feasibility study will evaluate the impacts of the Savannah 
Harbor Federal Navigation Project on the shores of Tybee 
Island with a view to determining any mitigation measures 
necessary for identified adverse navigation impacts. The 
study will also determine if the existing Tybee Island 
Shoreline Protection Project should be modified to include 
shoreline protection for the north end of Tybee Island. 

PRECONSTRUCTION ENGINEERING AND DESIGN 
SAVANNAH HARBOR EXPANSION, GEORGIA 

The Savannah Harbor Expansion area includes the lower 
21.3 miles of the Savannah River, which is the boundary 
between the states of Georgia and South Carolina. The non- 
Federal interest, Georgia Ports Authority completed the 
feasibility report in August 1998 and the project was 
authorized in the Water Resources Development Act of 1999. 
The project provides for deepening the harbor channel from 
42 feet up to 48 feet. Preconstruction Engineering and 
Design funds are being used to provide design oversight and 
the development of the Tier II Environmental Impact 
Statement. The Fiscal Year 2010 funds will be used to 
complete Federal oversight of the General Reevaluation 
Report and the completion of the Tier II Environmental 
Impact Statement development. The requested funds will be 
used to finalize the GRR and EIS to obtain the Record of 
Decision and prepare the first set of plans and 
specifications . 


CONSTRUCTION 

The Construction Program allows for the implementation 
of projects for navigation in the region. 
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FISCAL YEAR 2010 

The navigation effort includes continuing to extend the 40 
feet deep Jacksonville Harbor channel to mile 20.0, 
continue the general Reevaluation Report on Manatee Harbor, 
design the 450 foot section of jetty for the Ponce de Leon 
Inlet, continue the Port Everglades Harbor at South Port, 
in Florida; and purchase land and initiate construction of 
the maintenance facilities for the Tuscaloosa office in 
Alabama . 


FISCAL YEAR 2011 


The President's Budget includes $10,600,000 for the 
Navigation construction program. These funds will allow 
for the continuing construction of important water 
resources projects. 


NEW 

There are no funds included in the President's Budget 
for Fiscal Year 2011 to initiate new Navigation 
construction projects in the South Atlantic Division. 

CONTINUING 

BREVARD COUNTY SHORE PROTECTION PROJECT, FLORIDA 

Brevard County is located on the east coast of Florida 
at about the midpoint of the peninsula. The project 
includes about 24 miles of shoreline. The project consists 
of restoration of 9.4 miles of shoreline for the north 
reach and 3.4 miles for the south reach. The north reach 
extends from the south jetty at Canaveral Harbor to the 
north limit of Patrick Air Force Base. The south limit goes 
to Spessard Holland Park. The design berm elevation of +10 
feet mean low water will provide protection to the upland 
development. The requested funds will be used to monitor 
the impacts of the Canaveral Harbor navigation channel on 
the Brevard County Shore Protection Project. 
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FORT PIERCE BEACH, FLORIDA 

Fort Pierce Beach is located on Hutchison Island in 
St. Lucie County on the east coast of Florida about 120 
miles north of Miami. Restoration and periodic nourishment 
of the 1.3 miles of shoreline will provide for flood 
protection for Fort Pierce Beach. A General Reevaluation 
Report has been prepared to extend the authorized project 
for 1 mile south. Requested funds will be used to initiate 
environmental monitoring to identify the impacts of the 
Fort Pierce Inlet navigation project on the littoral drift 
on the shore protection project. 

JACKSONVILLE HARBOR, DREDGE MATERIAL DISPOSAL FACILITY, 

FLORIDA 

The project is located at the mouth of the St. Johns 
River where it empties into the Atlantic Ocean on the east 
coast of Florida near Jacksonville. The project provides 
for deepening the channel to 40 feet from the 40-foot 
contour in the Atlantic Ocean for 20 miles inland. The 
requested funds will be used to construct a Dredge Material 
Disposal Facility (DMDF) for disposal of the material 
dredged during construction of the portion of the channel 
from river mile 14.7 to river mile 20. 

NASSAU COUNTY, FLORIDA 

Nassau County is the northern most county on the 
Atlantic Coast of Florida. Amelia Island forms the eastern 
border, stretching 13 miles south from the St. Marys River 
to the Nassau River. The protective berm 40 feet wide at 
elevation +13 feet mean low water provides flood protection 
to upland areas. The requested funds will be used for 
environmental monitoring to identify the impact of the 
Fernandina Harbor navigation channel on the littoral flows 
along the beach. 
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SAVANNAH HARBOR DREDGE MATERIAL DISPOSAL FACILITIES, 
GEORGIA AND SOUTH CAROLINA 

The Savannah Harbor Dredge Material Disposal 
Facilities are located in Jasper County South Carolina 
adjacent to the Savannah harbor Federal navigation channel. 
The Dredge Material Disposal Facilities are integral to the 
continued operation and maintenance of the Savannah Harbor 
Federal navigation project. The project provides for 
incrementally raising each of the dikes within the Federal 
project's seven Dredge Material Disposal Facilities at a 
cycle of one disposal area per year to increase the 
disposal capacity to support the navigation project. 

ST.JOHNS COUNTY, FLORIDA 

The St. Johns County, Florida project is located about 100 
miles south of the Florida/Georgia state line in the City 
of St. Augustine, Florida. The authorized project provides 
for a protective beach about 60 feet wide for a length of 
about 2.5 miles of shoreline. The requested funds will 
provide for environmental monitoring along the shoreline. 

TAMPA HARBOR, MAIN CHANNEL, FLORIDA 

Tampa Harbor is a deep draft harbor located about 
midway along the Gulf coast of Florida in Tampa and 
Hillsborough Bays. The main channel project consists of a 
channel from the Gulf of Mexico to Port Tampa and Tampa, a 
total distance of about 63 miles. The project depth varies 
from 45 feet in the entrance channel at the Egmont Bar 
Channel to 30 feet in the Alafia River. The requested funds 
will be used for design and to initiate construction of a 
Dredge Material Disposal Facility. 

WILMINGTON HARBOR, NORTH CAROLINA 

The Wilmington Harbor navigation project is located in 
Wilmington, North Carolina on the southern coast of North 
Carolina in New Hanover and Brunswick Counties. The plan 
provides for navigation improvements to include channel 
deepening, widening turns and bends, mitigation measures, 
construction of a fish passage at Lock and Dam 1 on the 
Cape Fear River, and other navigation improvements. The 
requested funds will be used to continue biological and 
physical monitoring. 
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AQUATIC ECOSYSTEM RESTORATION 
INVESTIGATIONS 

The Investigations Program allows for the planning, 
evaluation and initial design of solutions for Aquatic 
Ecosystem Restoration problems throughout the region. 

FISCAL YEAR 2010 

The Aquatic Ecosystem Restoration project 
investigation activities in Fiscal Year 2010 will continue 
to evaluate the aquatic ecosystem restoration needs for 
Indian River Lagoon, North in Florida and resolve 
environmental problems in Reedy River, South Carolina. 

FISCAL YEAR 2011 

The Fiscal Year 2011 Investigations budget for Aquatic 
Ecosystem Restoration of $800,000 will allow for continuing 
study and planning activities in the South Atlantic 
Division area. 


FEASIBILITY 

NEW 

There are no funds included in the President's Budget 
for Fiscal Year 2011 to initiate new Aquatic Ecosystem 
Restoration feasibility studies in the South Atlantic 
Division. 

CONTINUING 

CURRITUCK SOUND, NORTH CAROLINA 

Currituck Sound on the coast of North Carolina has 
experienced increasing salinity levels, which has caused a 
severe decline in the fish stock of this freshwater 
fishery. The study will continue to collect and analyze 
data and perform modeling activities to aid in determining 
the preferred alternative to reverse or stabilize the 
salinity levels in the sound that will restore aquatic 
vegetation and fishery habitat. 
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JOHN H. KERR DAM AND RESERVOIR (SECTION 216), VIRGINIA AND 

NORTH CAROLINA 

The Lower Roanoke River basin is one of the finest 
remaining swamp forest ecosystems in the eastern United 
States, Federal and state agencies have expressed concern 
that a probable correlation exist between fish kills and 
low dissolved oxygen in the lower Roanoke River basin and 
the operation of the John H. Kerr Reservoir. The study to 
review the John H. Kerr Dam and Reservoir project will 
continue with data collection and analysis to improve the 
hydrologic regime and enhance the extensive swamp, 
floodplain forests, and fisheries associated with the 
existing project. 

PRECONSTRUCTION ENGINEERING AND DESIGN 
NEUSE RIVER BASIN, NORTH CAROLINA 

The Neuse River Basin on the central coast of North 
Carolina has a drainage area of approximately 5,710 square 
miles. The basin is subject to severe flooding and water 
quality issues in the Smithfield, Goldsboro and Kinston, 
North Carolina areas, where the flood plain is broad and 
flat. Upon completion of the feasibility study. 
Preconstruction Engineering and Design activities will be 
initiated to address basin wide improvements for flood 
control, water quality, environmental restoration and 
related purposes. 


CONSTRUCTION 

The Construction Program allows for the implementation 
of projects for Aquatic Ecosystem Restoration in the 
region . 

FISACL YEAR 2010 

Construction work will continue on environmental 
ecosystems and infrastructure projects to include reimburse 
the local sponsor for completed work on the Florida Keys 
Water Quality Improvement projects in Florida; prepare 
flood plain mapping associated with the Atlanta Combined 
Sewer Outflow, Georgia project; and complete construction 
of the water plant and initiate construction of the 
distribution lines for the Lakes Marian and Moultrie 
project in South Carolina. 

17 


54862B 



3505 


FISCAL YEAR 2011 

The President's Budget includes $180,000,000 for the 
Aquatic Ecosystem Restoration construction program. These 
funds will allow for the continuing construction of 
important water resources projects. 

NEW 

There are no funds included in the President's Budget for 
Fiscal Year 2011 .to initiate new Aquatic Ecosystem 
Restoration construction projects in the South Atlantic 
Division. 


CONTINUING 

SOUTH FLORIDA ECOSYSTEM RESTORATION, FLORIDA 

The South Florida Everglades Ecosystem Restoration 
Program stretches from the Southern Orlando area southward 
across the Everglades, the Florida Keys and the contiguous 
and near shore waters of South Florida. This project 
encompasses an area of approximately 18,000 square miles 
which includes all or part of 18 counties. The principle 
project areas are the Kissimmee River Basin, Lake 
Okeechobee, Everglades Agricultural Area, Upper East Coast, 
Lower East Coast, Big Cypress Basin, Water Conservation 
Areas, Everglades National Park, Southwest Florida, Florida 
Bay and the Florida Keys. The project combines multiple 
separable elements of other projects associated with the 
ecosystem restoration activities in south Florida. These 
separable elements involve all or portions of the Central 
and Southern Florida (C&SF) project including the 
Comprehensive Everglades Restoration Plan (CERP) , the 
Everglades and South Florida Ecosystem (E&SF) project 
referred to as the Critical Projects, the Kissimmee River 
project, and the Modified Water Deliveries to the 
Everglades National Park funded by the Department of the 
Interior. The objective of the South Florida Everglades 
Ecosystem Restoration Program is to restore, protect, and 
preserve the South Florida ecosystem including the 
Everglades while providing for other water related needs of 
the region. Several elements of the project have been 
completed to include the East Coast Canal, Western C-11, 
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Florida Keys Carrying Capacity, and Lake Okeechobee. Work 
is continuing on project portions to include West Palm 
Beach Canal, Manatee Pass-Through Gates, L-31W Borrow Canal 
Backfill and S-332C features of C-111 South Dade County, 
Testing of Pilot Projects, post authorization change report 
for Ten Mile Creek, Seminole Tribe Big Cypress Reservation 
Water Conservation project, CERP Site One Impoundment, and 
engineering and design activities. Groundbreaking 
ceremonies were conducted on Tamiami Trail in December 2009 
and Picayune Strand and the C-111 Spreader Canal in January 
2010 with senior leaders from federal, state, and local 
agencies in attendance. The South Florida Water Management 
District serves as the local sponsor for the South Florida 
Ecosystem Restoration project. 

MULTIPLE PURPOSE PROJECTS INCLUDING HYDROPOWER 
INVESTIGSTIONS 

There are no funds included in the President's Budget 
for Fiscal Year 2011 for investigation of Multiple Purpose 
Projects Including Hydropower projects in the South 
Atlantic Division. 


CONSTRUCTION 

The Construction Program allows for the implementation of 
projects for Multiple Purpose Projects including Hydropower 
in the region. 

FISCAL YEAR 2011 

The President's Budget includes $7,000,000 for the 
Multiple Purpose Projects Including Hydropower construction 
program. These funds will allow for the continuing 
construction of important water resources projects. 

NEW 

There are no funds included in the President's Budget 
for Fiscal Year 2011 to initiate new Multiple Purpose 
Projects including Hydropower construction projects in the 
South Atlantic Division. 
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CONTINUING 

JOHN H. KERR DAM AND RESERVOIR, VIRGINIA AND NORTH CAROLINA 

The John H. Kerr Dam and Reservoir power facilities, 
located in north central North Carolina and south central 
Virginia are in need of rehabilitation. The plan includes 
rewinding seven generator units, replacement of the 
turbines and main power transformers, and the replacement 
or refurbishment of key electrical and mechanical 
equipment. The project will reduce operation and 
maintenance costs, reduce unscheduled maintenance costs, 
and provide additional hydropower capacity and power 
revenues. Construction will continue to rewind the 
generator units, refurbish the turbines, and replace key 
electrical and mechanical equipment in order to improve 
overall reliability of the project, reduce operation and 
maintenance costs, and provide additional hydropower 
capacity and power revenues. 

RICHARD B. RUSSELL DAM AND LAKE, GEORGIA AND SOUTH CAROLINA 

The Richard B. Russell Dam and Lake Project on the Savannah 
River near Elberton, Georgia is about 99 percent complete. 
The project provides for a concrete gravity dam flanked by 
earth embankments along with eight power generating units 
four of which are reversible. Testing is complete to allow 
operation of the turbines in the pump-back mode with 
minimal harm to fish populations. Testing to date has 
provided positive results toward successful operations. 
Pumped storage operation was declared commercially 
available on September 1, 2002 with a favorable decision 
from the U.S. District Court on May 3, 2002. Environmental 
monitoring of fishery and water quality is underway. 
Installation of the main circuit breakers and the static 
start system are continuing. Oxygenation systems are being 
placed in the project area to mitigate fish habitat losses. 

OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE 

The Operation and Maintenance Program provides for the 
operation, repair, service and up-keep of the 
infrastructure and activities to insure that completed 
projects fulfill their authorized purposes. 
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FISCAL YEAR 2010 

In Fiscal Year 2010, available funds are being used to 
provide essential work on some of the 29 major harbor and 
smaller channel projects; six waterways containing locks 
and dams, four flood control projects, two flood protection 
projects, and 14 multiple purpose projects that include 
hydropower production while also conducting project 
condition surveys and the removal of aquatic growth, along 
with the operation and maintenance of appropriate 
recreation facilities. 


PROJECT SECURITY 

Civil Works projects have been analyzed to determine 
their vulnerability to damage by small groups or 
individuals in a terrorist attack. Security measures are 
being accomplished. Such activities include installing 
security cameras, building fences, and restricting access 
to the areas. Each project has been evaluated to determine 
the appropriate measures for that facility. 

FISCAL YEAR 2011 

The President's budget includes $337,441,000 for the 
Operation and Maintenance program in the South Atlantic 
Division to insure that completed projects fulfill their 
authorized purposes. This amount is a decrease of about 
$19,519,000 from the Fiscal Year 2010 budget request. 

NAVIGATION PROJECTS 

The request of $184,093,000 for navigation will allow 
for maintenance of 22 major harbors and other small harbor 
and channel projects. Along with our harbors, our 3,800 
miles of inland waterways with 33 locks and dams are vital 
to waterborne commerce, both domestic and international. 

FLOOD RISK MANAGEMENT PROJECTS 

The request includes $25,261,000 for flood risk 
management projects. The flood risk management projects in 
the South Atlantic Division have prevented flood damages 
valued in excess of $1 billion over the past 50 years. 
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MULTIPLE PURPOSE PROJECTS INCLUDING HYDROPOWER 

The South Atlantic Division operates and maintains 14 
Multiple Purpose projects including hydropower throughout 
the region. These projects provide a variety of benefits, 
including hydropower production. They generated 3.3 
million megawatt hours of power last year resulting in 
sales revenues of $192.7 million. The budget request 
includes $62,260,000 for these projects. 

ENVIRONMENTAL PROJECTS 

The operation, management, and conservation of natural 
resources through implementation of the environmental 
operating principles, advance natural resource management 
programs and shoreline management are vital to the 
environmental wellbeing of the nation. This effort includes 
inspection of completed environmental projects, project 
condition surveys, and the removal of aquatic growth. The 
budget request includes $16,537,000 for these purposes. 

RECREATION AT PROJECTS 

Operation and maintenance of existing recreation 
facilities are required to maintain minimum level of 
service to the visiting public. Recreation facilities 
include day use parks, beaches, campgrounds, bath and 
comfort facilities and boat ramps. The budget includes 
$49,290,000 for these purposes. 

WATER SUPPLY AT PROJECTS 

Water supply is an authorized purpose at numerous 
projects and communities adjacent to the project withdraw 
water. Enforcement of specific conditions of the water 
supply permits and the coordination of water supply 
releases are required to ensure water use compliance. The 
budget includes $509,000 for these activities. 
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CONCLUSION 

The South Atlantic Division continues, with your 
support, to have an important and active Civil Works 
program for the public in the southeastern United States. 
These projects support the military services in time of 
conflict and war. Located as we are in the City of Atlanta, 
we believe that we are well positioned, with demonstrated 
ability, to continue the tradition of engineering 
excellence in the service of the citizens of this great 
region. Mr. Chairman, that concludes the status report for 
this year. 
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FY 2011 

Status Report on Civil Works Activities 
In the Great Lakes and Ohio River Division 
February 2010 

Major General John W. Peabody, Division Engineer 


AREA OF RE^ONSIBILITY 

The Great Lakes and Ohio River Division (LRD) serves the water resources needs of all 
or parts of 17 states, covering approximately 335,000 square miles, with a population of 
70 million. In addition, through water management of upstream flows, it enhances 
Lower Mississippi Valley flood control protection and preservation of the Mississippi 
River levee system. Implementation of the Civil Works program is conducted through 
seven district offices, located in Buffalo, New York; Chicago, Illinois; Detroit, Michigan; 
Huntington, West Virginia; Louisville, Kentucky; Nashville, Tennessee and Pittsburgh, 
Pennsylvania. The Great Lakes and Ohio River Division Headquarters office is located 
in Cincinnati, Ohio and provides management, oversight and the Ohio River Reservoir 
Control Center, including lower Ohio and Mississippi River flood control. 

The Great Lakes and Ohio River Division includes the U.S. portion of the Great Lakes 
watershed and the St. Lawrence River and the Ohio River watershed. Flood Risk 
Management projects have prevented an estimated $17 billion in cumulative basin-wide 
flood damages. Over 900 megawatts of hydroelectric power capacity exist at 1 0 Corps 
hydroelectric power plants. In 2009, an estimated 95 million recreation visits were 
made to all lakes and visitor centers throughout the entire Great Lakes and Ohio River 
Division. The Corps and its partners manage natural resources on nearly 1.5 million 
acres of land and water. In 2007, over 260 million (short) tons of commodities were 
shipped through Corps operated lock facilities on the Ohio River and its navigable 
tributaries, the Allegheny, Monongahela, Kanawha, Big Sandy, Green, Barren, 
Cumberland and Tennessee Rivers. Annual commerce at the Great Lakes ports in 
2007 was over 160 million (short) tons. Opportunities are being explored to restore 
aquatic and riparian ecosystems from the adverse impacts of acid mine drainage, 
untreated sewage contamination, water pollution of urban streams and other human 
activities that modify the environment. 
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SUMMARY OF FY2011 PROGRAM 

The FY 201 1 budget includes $951 million for six investigations activities, sixteen 
construction projects, continued operation and maintenance of projects, inspection of 
completed works and protection of navigation activities. Additionally, eleven projects 
will be funded in the Formerly Utilized Site Remedial Action Program for an estimated 
$43.0 million. Regulatory activities including issuance of permits, compliance 
inspections, enforcement activities and administrative appeals will be accomplished. 

The FY 201 1 program will enable the Great Lakes and Ohio River Division to continue 
the Investigations and Construction programs and to meet requirements for Operation 
and Maintenance activities. The FY 201 1 budget is an increase of $20.1 million from 
the FY 201 0 budget. The FY 201 1 budget is less than the FY 2009 Execution of $1 .3 
billion. 

The FY 201 1 budget is detailed in the table below. Each appropriation category will be 
addressed in turn. 


Comparison of FY 2009 Execution, FY 2010 and FY 2011 Budgets 


APPROPRIATION CATEGORY 

FY 2009 
EXECUTION 
(obligations) 
($ miliion)^ 

FY 2010 
BUDGET 
($ million) 

FY 2011 
BUDGET 
($ million) 

Investigations 

$14.1 

$1.9 

$2.4 

Construction/lnland Waterways Trust 
Funds 

$673.5 

$482.5 

$510.8 

Operations and Maintenance 

$643,4 

$446.4 

$437.8 I 

TOTAL 

$1,331.0 

$930.8 

$951.0 1 


Includes funds from the Inland Waterways Trust Fund (IWTF); Budget amounts exclude funding for 
Continuing Authority Programs, Dam Safety and Seepage/Stabiiity Correction Program, 

Dredged Material Disposal Facilities Program, and HQS budgeted programs 

^ Includes funding provided in the American Ftecovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009. See breakout in tabie that 
follows. 
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American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009 (ARRA) 
FY2009 Execution 


APPROPRIATION CATEGORY 

Planned 
Total 
Allocation 
($ million) 

FY 2009 
EXECUTION 
(obligations) 
($ million) 

ARRA 
Funding 
Remaining 
($ million) 

Investigations ARRA 

$4,3 

$1.6 

$2.7 

Construction/tniand Waterways Trust 
Funds ARRA 

$353.0 

$173,1 

$179.9 

Operations and Maintenance ARRA 

$218.9 

$189.3 

$29.6 

Formerly Utilized Site Remedial Action 
Program 

$31.7 

$18.5 

$13.2 

Regulatory Program 

$2.9 

$.5 

$2.4 

Total 

$610.8 

$383.0 

$227.8 


In addition to regular appropriations, the Great Lakes and Ohio River Division had 
planned allocations for projects funded through the American Recovery and 
Reinvestment Act of 2009 (ARRA). Planned total allocations are $61 0,752,595, which 
includes: (1) $607,883,595 on 415 project related activities; and (2) regulatory activities 
including issuance of permits, compliance inspections, enforcement activities and 
administrative appeals accomplished in FY 2009 at approximately $2.9 million. 

Allocations for FY 2009 totaled $549.6 million. FY 2009 obligations of $385.4 million 
represented seventy (70) percent of FY 2009 allocations. The FY 2009 ARRA allocation 
of $549.6 million represents forty-one (41) percent of the total Civil Works program for 
FY 2009. 

High profile projects and associated activities include: Bluestone Lake, WV Dam Safety 
Assurance - installation of anchors in critical monoliths; Chicago Harbor, IL - lock gate 
replacement; Fox River, Wl - repair of failed trunion pins at 4 dams related to urgent 
dam safety assurance needs; Locks and Dams 2, 3, and 4, Monongahela River, PA - 
Construction of Upper and Lower guard walls at Charleroi.; Lorain Harbor, OH - 
maintenance dredging of federal navigation channel; Markland Locks and Dam, KY - 
replace culvert valves and miter gate assembly; Petoskey Harbor, Ml - repair of failed 
sections to the breakwater; Toledo Harbor, OH - maintenance dredging of federal 
navigation channel. 
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The Great Lakes and Ohio River Division’s civil works funding is received in multiple 
appropriations across seven business lines: Navigation, Flood Risk Management, 
Aquatic Ecosystem Restoration, Hydropower, Recreation, Regulatory and Water 
Supply. 


INVESTIGATIONS 


In FY 2009, the Great Lakes and Ohio River Division obligated $12.5 million for 
Investigations. An additional $1.6 million of ARRA funding was obligated in FY 2009 for 
a total obligation of $14.1 million. In FY 2010, $1.9 million was identified in the budget 
for investigations studies and preconstruction engineering and design activities. 


BUDGET FOR FY 2011 

The FY 201 1 Investigations budget of $2,399 million provides funds for six projects. 



START 

CONTINUE 

COMPLETE 

FY 2011 
Budget 
Request 
($ million) 

NAVIGATION 





Studies 

0 

2 

0 

$1,149 

Preconstruction 

Engineering & Design 

0 

0 

0 

$0 

FLOOD RISK M6MT 





Studies 

0 

1 

0 

$0,500 

Preconstruction 

Engineering & Design 

0 

0 

0 

$0 

AQUATIC ECOSYSTEM 
RESTORATION 





Studies 

0 

1 

1 

$0,450 

Preconstruction 

Engineering & Design 

0 

1 

0 

$0,300 

TOTAL 

0 

s 

1 

$2,399 


The FY 201 1 budget for Investigation activities is less than the FY 2009 Execution of 
$14.1 million and more than the FY 2010 budget of $1.9 million. The FY 2011 budget 
will provide for continued efforts in the Navigation, Flood Risk Management and Aquatic 
Ecosystem Restoration Business Lines. 
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Navigation 

The FY 2011 budget contains $1,149 million to continue two major navigation studies, 
the Great Lakes Navigation System Study and the Upper Ohio Navigation Study. 


Great Lakes Navigation System, Ml, IL, IN, MN, NY, OH, PA and Wl 

The Great Lakes Basin encompasses some 94,000 square miles with over 10,000 miles 
of coastline. The Great Lakes Navigation System (GLNS) includes the upper four Great 
Lakes and their navigable connecting channels. The navigation system is an integral 
component of North America’s transportation infrastructure, serving 15 major 
international ports and some 50 regional ports. Section 456 of the Water Resources 
Development Act of 1 999 directed the Secretary of the Army to develop a 
reconnaissance-level Great Lakes Navigation System Review to identify the factors and 
trends that affect the character of the existing system and to project future economic 
and traffic trends. The Reconnaissance Report was approved in Feb 2003. However, 

US Army Corps of Engineer's HQ stipulated that, prior to initiation of any feasibility 
studies, additional information was needed as a supplement to the Reconnaissance 
Report for further determination of the federal interest. The Supplemental report 
contains updated recommendations whether or not detailed feasibility studies should be 
undertaken. The Supplemental report determined that there is a federal interest in 
certain modifications to the existing system; follow-on feasibility studies would quantify 
system capacity constraints and corresponding modifications to improve overall 
efficiency of the system. The FY 201 0 allocation of $356 thousand is being used to 
complete the Supplemental Reconnaissance report and to finalize the scope of 
feasibility phase efforts. This funding is also being used to contact potential non-Federal 
sponsors to begin formulation of Project Management Plan(s) and draft FCSA(s). The 
FY 2011 budgeted funds of $400 thousand will be used to execute FCSA(s) and initiate 
Feasibility Studies, 


Upper Ohio Navigation Study, PA 

Emsworth, Dashields, and Montgomery are the uppermost lock and dam structures on 
the Ohio River in Pennsylvania. Significant structural and operational degradation exist 
at the three 70+ year old navigation facilities. The Feasibility Study will result in a plan 
to Improve navigation reliability on the Upper Ohio River. Timely completion of the Study 
is required to have the project authorized for construction and minimize impacts to the 
entire Ohio River navigation system. The Upper Ohio River project is the highest priority 
regional effort resulting from the Ohio River Mainstem System Study. The FY 201 1 
budgeted funds of $749 thousand will be used to conduct an Agency Technical Review, 
Public Review and Independent External Peer Review on the draft Feasibility report and 
NEPA documentation. 
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Aquatic Ecosystem Restoration 

FY 201 1 funding of $750 thousand is requested to continue two aquatic ecosystem 
restoration studies and to complete one study, Davidson County, Mill Creek, 
Tennessee. 


Indiana Harbor, IN 

The Indiana Harbor study area is located in northwest Indiana in the communities of 
Gary, East Chicago and Hammond. The study area covers 15.4 river miles, including 
the portions of Grand Calumet River, the Lake George Canal and the Calumet Canal. 
The study will examine restoration of an area, which contains approximately five million 
cubic yards of contaminated sediments. FY 201 1 budgeted funds of $300 thousand 
will be used to continue the RED phase. 


Davidson County, Mill Creek Watershed, TN 

Flood damages in Nashville, Davidson County, resulting from the May 1979 flood along 
Mill Creek have been estimated at $93 million in calendar year 2000 dollars. Mill Creek 
is a major tributary of the Cumberland River and the aquatic and terrestrial ecosystems 
of the watershed have been adversely impacted by human activities. The objective of 
the study is to restore these ecosystems and reduce flood damages. The Feasibility 
Cost Sharing Agreement was executed in April 2003. The feasibility study efforts are 
continuing in FY 2010. The FY 201 1 budget of $50 thousand will be used to complete 
the feasibility phase. 


Interbasin Control of Great Lakes Mississippi River Aquatic Nuisance Species, IL, 

iN, OH & Wl 

The Chicago Sanitary and Ship Canal (CSSC) is a man-made watenvay that connects 
the Chicago River and the Des Plaines River to the Illinois River, which creates a 
waterway connection between the Lake Michigan Basin and the Mississippi River 
Basin. The CSSC connects the Great Lakes and their 121 tributaries to the Mississippi 
River and its 852 tributaries, thereby providing a potential pathway for aquatic nuisance 
species to spread across over 30 states and two Canadian provinces. Study will be a 
collaborative effort with other Federal agencies and stakeholders addressing all 
potential invasive species and pathways. FY 2011 budgeted funds of $400 thousand 
will be used to continue this study. 
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Flood Risk Management 


Des Plaines River, IL 

The Des Plaines River (DPR) Basin originates in southwest Wisconsin and flows south 
into northeastern Illinois and has a drainage area of approximately 700 square miles. 
The DPR has a long history of flooding and land use change, which has caused 
significant economic and ecological losses throughout the basin. Economically, this 
study will provide benefits to a significant number of residential and commercial 
structures with an estimated market value of over $100 million in 73 municipalities. 
Record flooding in 1986 and 1987 caused an estimated $100 million in damage to 10 
thousand dwellings and 263 business and industrial sites and severely impacted the 
entire transportation network including air, rail and surface roads in this densely 
populated region NW of Chicago. There were seven fatalities during 1986/1987 events. 
Floods severely impacted communication, transit, drinking water, emergency services 
and hospitals. Rooding in the Des Plaines River watershed can directly affect an 
estimated 1 .733 million people along with an estimated 4.810 million people regionally 
impacted by the flooded transportation network. The FY 201 1 budgeted amount of 
$500 thousand will be used to continue the feasibility phase. 


CONSTRUCTION 


In FY 2009, the Great Lakes and Ohio River Division obligated $500.4 million for 
Construction. An additional $173.1 million of ARRA funding was obligated in FY 2009 
for a total obligation of $673.5 million. Obligations include specifically authorized 
Construction projects (including Inland Waterways Trust Fund) as well as the division’s 
Continuing Authorities Program, the division's Dam Safety and Seepage/Stability 
Correction Program and the division's Dredged Material Disposal Facilities Program. 

The Great Lakes and Ohio River Division obligated $12.4 million against Continuing 
Authorities projects in FY 2009. Continuing Authorities funds were obligated against a 
variety of projects including several small flood risk management projects, aquatic 
ecosystem restoration projects, streambank protection projects, and small navigation 
projects. 
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BUDGET REQUEST FOR FY 2011 

FY 201 1 budgeted funds of $510,768 million will be used to continue sixteen 
construction projects. 



NUMBER OF 
FY 2011 
BUDGETED 
PROJECTS 

FY 2011 BUDGET 
REQUEST 
($ million) 

NAVIGATION 

6 

$165.8 

Capital 

Improvements 

5 

$165.8 

Dam Safety 

1 

$5.4 

FLOOD RISK 
MANAGEMENT 

9 

$339.8 

Capital 

Improvements 

4 

$76 0 

Dam Safety 

4 

$262.8 

Shoreline Protection 

1 

$1.0 

AQUATIC 

ECOSYSTEM 

RESTORATION 

1 

$5.2 

Environmental 
Protection (Invasive 
Species) 

1 

$5.2 

TOTAL 

16 

$510.8 


Includes funds from the Inland Waterways Tnrst Fund (IWTF) and excludes 
funds from Continuing Authority Programs, Dam Safety and Seepage/Stability 
Correction Program and Dredged Material Disposal Facilities Program. 

The FY 201 1 budget of $510.8 million for specifically authorized Construction projects is 
more than the FY 2010 budget of $482.5 million for specifically authorized projects and 
less than the 2009 total Construction Obligation Execution of $673.5 million. The FY 
201 1 budget will provide for continued efforts in the Navigation, Flood Risk 
Management, and Aquatic Ecosystem Restoration Business Lines, focusing on capital 
improvements, dam safety, shoreline protection, and environmental protection. 


Navigation 

FY 201 1 budgeted funds will be used to continue six navigation projects, including one 
dam safety project. 
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Indiana Harbor and Canal, Confined Disposal Facility, IN 

The Indiana Harbor and Canal project is located in Lake County in northwest Indiana. 
The project consists of the construction of a Confined Disposal Facility with a capacity 
of 4.8 million cubic yards on 164 acres. Elements of the CDF include construction of 
dikes, a hydraulic gradient control system which includes monitoring and extraction 
wells and a subsurface cutoff wall; an on-site effluent treatment plant; administrative 
and maintenance facilities; and air monitoring facilities. The total estimated Federal 
cost is $136 million. The FY 201 1 budget of $8 million will be used to complete 
construction of the South End Features of the project. The entire project is 60 percent 
complete as of 1 January 2010. 


Olmsted Locks and Dam, Ohio River, IL and KY 

Construction is underway on the Olmsted Locks and Dam which will replace the 80 
year-old Locks and Dams 52 and 53 on the Lower Ohio River. The $2,044 billion 
project, located near Olmsted, Illinois, will provide twin 1 1 0 by 1 ,200-foot locks and a 
dam with a navigable pass that will allow traffic to pass about 58 percent of the time 
without locking. FY 201 1 budgeted funds of $136 million (including IWTF cost-sharing 
funds) will be used to continue dam construction. The project is 48 percent complete as 
of 1 January 2010. 


Markland Locks and Dam, KY (Rehabilitation) 

Markland Locks and Dam project is located on the Ohio River in Gallatin County, 
Kentucky approximately 58 river miles west of Cincinnati, OH. The project consists of a 
miter gate assembly pier and fabrication and installation of new miter gates and new 
culvert valves. The total estimated project cost is $36,226 million. FY 201 1 budgeted 
funds of $5.4 million (all IWTF cost-shared funds to help bring the project into cost- 
shared balance) will be used to install the miter gate. The project Is 10 percent 
complete as of 1 January 2010. 


Kentucky Lock, Tennessee River, KY 

Kentucky Lock is located on the Tennessee River near Grand Rivers, Kentucky. This 
modernization project will provide an additional 110 by 1200-foot lock chamber 
landward of the existing 1 10 by 600-foot lock. A railroad and highway will be relocated 
to new bridges downstream of the new lock's lower gates. The relocated railroad was 
placed in service Dec 2009. The total estimated project cost is $734 million. FY 2011 
budgeted funds of $2,868 million (including IWTF cost-sharing funds) will be used to 
continue engineering during construction and supervision and administration of the 
highway/railroad superstructure contract. On 29 January 2010, we awarded an ARRA- 
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funded $40.7 million Upstream Lock Monoliths contract. This contract will construct all 
nine upstream concrete monoliths to partial height and complete the most upstream 
monolith to full height. Work on this two year contract should begin around 1 March 
2010. Overall, the project is 43 percent complete as of 1 January 2010. 


Emsworth Locks and Dams Project, PA (Replacement) 

(Dam Safety Assurance) 

The Emsworth Locks and Dams project is located on the Ohio River, immediately below 
the confluence of the Allegheny River and the Monongahela River downstream of the 
City of Pittsburgh, Allegheny County, Pennsylvania, The Emsworth Dams Project 
provides the navigation pool for the City of Pittsburgh. Constructed in 1919-1922, its 
structural components are the oldest of any navigation project on the Ohio River. There 
is a considerable likelihood of a failure of one of the dam gates with possible 
undermining of the dam, leading to a loss of pool. Project work was initiated in FY 2004 
and the total estimated cost of the project is $160.0 million. FY 2010 appropriated funds 
of $23,619 million will be used for awarding a contract to provide back channel dam 
erosion protection, engineering during construction, construction management and main 
channel service bridge rehabilitation design. The project will be 53% complete as of 1 
January 2010. FY 2011 budgeted funds of $11.5 million will be used for engineering 
during construction, construction management and for continued design and award of 
the main channel service bridge rehabilitation contract. 


Locks and Dams 2, 3, and 4, Monongahela River, PA 

Locks and Dams 2, 3 and 4, located between river miles 11.2 and 41.5 upstream of 
Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania are the last of the old, undersized structures on the 
Monongahela River. Age, deterioration, structural instability and undersized locks are 
diminishing system reliability, resulting in frequent and long interruptions of navigation. 
The project includes replacement of the existing Dam 2 with a new gated dam and 
rehabilitation of the auxiliary Lock 2 chamber floodway bulkhead structure; removal of 
Locks and Dam 3; dredging of pool 3, relocation of various shoreside facilities; and 
construction of new twin 84 by 720-foot locks at Locks and Dam 4 at Charleroi. The 
most recently approved fully funded cost estimate was $845 million. The cost estimate 
is currently being revised due to the constraints of the Inland Waterways Trust Fund 
(IWTF) and the use of the continuing contracts clause. FY 201 1 budgeted funds of $2 
million will be used will be used to continue management of relocation agreements, 
continue cultural and environmental requirements, finalize the Charleroi River Chamber 
plans and specs and initiate Charleroi Land Chamber Design. 
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Flood Risk Management 

FY 201 1 budget funds will be used to continue construction of nine flood risk 
management projects, including four dam safety projects and one shoreline protection 
project. 


Des Plaines River, IL 

The Des Plaines River, Illinois (Phase I) project is located in Lake and Cook Counties in 
northeastern Illinois. The project consists of two levee units, expansion of two existing 
reservoirs, raising the dam structure to increase storage capacity, construction of new 
lateral storage area and environmental mitigation. There were 7 fatalities associated 
with the 1986/1987 flood events on the Des Plaines River including 6 deaths related to 
basement flooding which inciuded electrocution and 1 death due to drowning during 
evacuation. Portions of the watershed are among the most rapidly developing in the 
Chicago metro area, Near record flooding occurred again in 2007, resulting in damage 
to structures, road closures and 1 fatality. The total estimated project cost is $94 
million. FY 201 1 budgeted funds of $6.5 million will be utilized to complete construction 
of Levee 37. The entire project is 30 percent complete as of 1 January 2010, 


Little Calumet River, IN 

The Little Calumet River project is located in Lake County in northwest Indiana, The 
project consists of the construction of levees, floodwalls, appurtenant structures and 
recreational facilities; bridge culvert modifications and preservation of wildlife habitat. 
The total estimated project cost is $260 million. FY 201 1 budgeted funds of $10 million 
will be utilized to complete construction of Stages VII and VIII. The Budget includes 
funding for FY 2011 for this project primarily to address significant risk to human safety. 
The entire project is 82 percent complete as of 1 January 201 0. 


McCook and Thornton Reservoirs, IL 

The McCook Thornton Reservoirs project will cover 341 square miles of the combined 
sewer area in Cook County in Chicago, Illinois and 48 adjacent suburban communities. 
The McCook Thornton Reservoirs Project will consist of two reservoirs having 
floodwater storage capacities of 21,400 acre-feet (7 billion gallons) and 14,600 acre-feet 
(4,8 billion gallons), respectively. The total estimated project cost is $818 million. FY 
201 1 budgeted funds of $40 million will be utilized to continue design and construction 
at McCook Reservoir. The entire project is 44 percent complete as of 1 January 2010. 
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Presque Isle Peninsula, PA 

The Presque Isle Peninsula is located on the southern shore of Lake Erie in the City of 
Erie, Pennsylvania. On an annual basis, 55 thousand tons of sand is placed to offset 
impacts of annual erosion. Annual nourishment helps prevent damages to park 
infrastructure including roadways and a handicapped access area. Annual sand 
nourishment helps restore the lacustrine sand plain, which is a designated critical 
habitat area for the Piping Plover, a Federally listed endangered species, and other 
rare, threatened and endangered species. FY 2011 budgeted funds of $1 million will be 
used to provide coastal storm protection. 


Wolf Creek Dam, KY (Replacement) 

(Safety Major Rehabilitation) 

Wolf Creek Dam is on the Cumberland River at mile 460.9 in south central Kentucky, 
near Jamestown, Kentucky. The dam impounds Lake Cumberland, which is the Corps 
largest storage capacity reservoir east of the Mississippi River. Seepage problems 
currently threaten the stability of the dam. Wolf Creek Dam is characterized as a Dam 
Safety Action Classification (DSAC) 1 with HQ-mandated lower pool. If the 55-year-old 
dam should fail, loss of life is expected to exceed 100 lives. Inundation damages in the 
Nashville area alone are expected to exceed $2 billion. A Major Rehabilitation 
Evaluation Report in July 2005 recommended a new concrete diaphragm wall be 
constructed using the secant pile method and supplemented with grouting. This new 
wall will start Immediately upstream of the right most concrete monoliths and run the 
length of the embankment into the right abutment. At completion, the wall will be 
approximately 4000 feet long and 275 feet deep. The total estimated project cost is 
$584 million. The project is approximately 38% complete and is scheduled for physical 
completion in December 2012. The project was allocated $116,206 million in FY2010 
and $134 million Is budgeted for FY2011. 


Center Hill Dam, TN 
(Safety Major Rehabilitation) 

Center Hill Dam is located at Mile 26.6 on the Caney Fork River in DeKalb County, 
Tennessee, 55 miles east of Nashville, Tennessee. The dam has been in service for 60 
years providing flood control, hydropower, recreation, water supply, and water quality 
benefits. Since construction, seepage problems through the karst limestone foundation 
have cost millions of dollars in monitoring, subsurface investigation, and grouting. Over 
recent years, seepage has increased. Foundation conditions are deteriorating because 
of erosion along open and day-filled joints and solution features in the rock within the 
rims and dam foundation. Center Hill Dam is rated DSAC I. If the dam should fail 
probable loss of life is estimated to be 357, with a range of 1 84 to 533. 
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A Major Rehabilitation Evaluation Report in July 2006 recommended the following: (1) a 
grout curtain into main embankment foundation, left groin and left rim, approximately 
4,000 feet long; (2) a grout curtain into right abutment, right rim and saddle dam, 
approximately 2,400 feet long; (3) a concrete barrier wall into the foundation of main 
dam embankment, (4) a Roller Compacted Concrete (RCC) stability berm below the 
saddle dam embankment; and 5) rehabilitation of Station Service Power House 
hydropower unit to improve reliability, enhance environmental performance, and 
mitigate downstream flow loss resulting from the remedial work. The total estimated 
project cost is $292 million. The project is approximately 30 percent complete as of 1 
January 2010 and is scheduled for physical completion in September 2013. The project 
received $52,907 million in FY2010 and $77.8 million is budgeted for FY201 1. 


Bluestone Lake, WV 
(Dam Safety Assurance) 

Bluestone Lake is located on the New River in Summers County in southern West 
Virginia. The height of the dam is to be raised by 8 feet, the dam will be anchored, and 
the hydropower penstocks will be retrofitted with gates. The project was categorized as 
a Dam Safety Action Classification (DSAC) II project in the Corps' Screening Portfolio 
Risk Analysis (SPRA) in 2005, which is an “Urgent” safety classification. An Issue 
Evaluation Study (lES) done by Bureau of Reclamation and Corps personnel identified 
critical risk and safety issues at the project. It has been determined that there is a 4.5 
percent annual probability that Bluestone Dam will reach a pool that threatens the dam’s 
stability, the Imminent Failure Flood elevation. Failure would cause catastrophic 
flooding along the Greenbrier, New, Gauley, Kanawha, and Elk Rivers and at the 
heavily industrialized state capital of Charleston, WV, putting 1 15 thousand people at 
risk with property damages in excess of $6.5 billion. The total estimated cost of the 
project modification is $232 million, which is being reassessed due to findings in the 
lES. FY 2010 budgeted funds of $81,911 million are being used to complete Phase 2B 
construction, continue design and modeling for Phases 3 (penstock scour protection 
installation) and 4 (installation of IRRM anchors in critical monoliths), in preparation for 
contract awards late in FY 2010. The project is in the FY 201 1 budget for $15 million. 
Project modification is 20 percent complete as of 1 January 2010. 


Dover Dam, OH 
(Dam Safety Assurance) 

Dover Dam is located on the Tuscarawas River, a tributary of the Muskingum River, in 
Tuscarawas County, Ohio. Dover Dam is a dry dam allowing the Tuscarawas River to 
flow freely through the dam for a significant portion of time and only retains water when 
necessary for flood protection and flood risk management. The project was categorized 
as a DSAC II project in the Corps' Screening Portfolio Risk Analysis (SPRA), which is 
an “Urgent” safety classification. The Dover Dam is hydrologically deficient - it will not 
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safely pass the spillway design flood. The imminent failure flood is below the spillway 
crest. If a failure were to occur, the estimated population at risk is 41,000 and the 
potential economic damages are $658 million. The total estimated cost of the project Is 
$100.8 million. FY 2010 budgeted funds of $18.5 million are being used to complete 
construction of the resident engineer's office and complete plans and specifications for 
the DSA anchoring, with construction to be awarded late in FY 2010. The project is in 
the FY 201 1 budget for $36 million. Project implementation is 5 percent complete as of 
1 January 2010. 


Levisa and Tug Forks of the Big Sandy and Upper Cumberland Rivers, 

WV, VA, and KY (Section 202) 

The Levisa and Tug Forks are situated in southwestern West Virginia, southeastern 
Kentucky, and western Virginia. The Levisa Fork Basin encompasses 2,326 square 
miles. Projects are located in Pike County. Floyd County. Johnson County, and 
Lawrence County in Kentucky and Buchanan County and Dickenson County in Virginia. 
The Tug Fork Basin encompasses 1.555 square miles and includes projects in 
southwestern West Virginia and eastern Kentucky. The project includes levees, 
floodwalls, and pump stations; the floodproofing and evacuation of structures located in 
the flood hazard areas; development of relocation sites for the affected areas, and 
school relocations. The program is administered by the Huntington and Nashville 
Districts. Early in the program, several projects were included in the President’s 
Budget. Since that time, with the exception of Grundy. VA. all funding for the projects 
has been through Congressional Adds. FY 2010 funding totals $9.5 million, with $5.5 
million allocated to Huntington District and $4 million allocated to Nashville District. FY 
2010 E&WDAA directed the Corps to utilize $3 million to expedite acquisition in Phases 
3 and 4 of the Town of Martin. KY project. The FY 2011 budget includes $19.5 million 
for the Virginia Element of the program, which includes the Town of Grundy. Buchanan 
County, and Dickenson County. 


Dam Safety and Seepage/Stability Correction Program 

Funding from the Corps' Dam Safety and Seepage/Stability Correction Program is being 
used to study several flood risk management and navigation dams and a levee in the 
Great Lakes and Ohio River Division. FY 2011 program funds will be used for studies 
at: Delaware Dam. OH; Green River Lake Dam. KY; Nolin Lake Dam. KY;J. Percy 
Priest Dam. TN; Magnolia Levee, OH; Patoka Dam, IN; Salamonie Dam, IN; Cecil M 
Harden, IN. This program will also fund design and preparation of plans and 
specifications for remediation of certain high risk dam safety projects; Beach City Dam, 
OH; Mohawk Dam, OH; J. Edward Roush Dam, IN; and East Branch Dam, PA; Zoar 
Levee, OH; Rough River Dam, KY. 
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Aquatic Ecosystem Restoration 

FY 201 1 budget funds will be used to continue project activities and construction at one 
aquatic ecosystem restoration project. 


Chicago Sanitary and Ship Canal, Dispersai Barriers, IL 

The Chicago Sanitary and Ship Canal (CSSC) is a man-made waterway that connects 
the Chicago River and Des Plaines River, creating the oniy continuous waterway 
connection between the Great Lakes and Mississippi River basins. The dispersal 
barrier system was developed to prevent the spread of invasive fish species between 
these watersheds. It includes the construction and operation of a set of three eiectrical 
barriers, known as Barriers I, IIA, and IIB. A temporary Demonstration Dispersal Barrier 
(Barrier I) was constructed and has been operating in the CSSC since 2002. A second 
more permanent electric barrier (Barrier II), with a design life of 20 years, is being 
implemented in two independent stages (IIA & IIB). Barrier liA is constructed and has 
been operational since Aprii 2009. Barrier IIB is partially constructed and is scheduled 
for completion in FY 2010. When both stages of Barrier II are operational. Barrier I will 
be upgraded to a more permanent facility. The barriers are formed of steel electrodes 
that are secured to the bottom of the canal. The total estimated project cost is $91 
miiiion. FY 201 1 budget inciudes $7.45 million under the Operations and Maintenance 
Account for the operation of Barriers 1 , 2A and 2B, inciuding the costs for electric 
power, monitoring, and safety measures. The FY 2011 budget also includes $5.2 
million under the Construction Account the design and construction of Barrier 1 as a 
permanent facility to repiace the demonstration barrier IIA. The Barrier i project is 40% 
complete and Barrier li is 60% complete as of 1 January 2010. 


OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE 


BUDGET ESTIMATE FOR FY 201 1 

In FY 2009, the Great Lakes and Ohio River Division obligated $454.1 miiiion for 
Operations and Maintenance. An additional $189.3 million of ARRA funding was 
obligated in FY 2009 for a total obligation of $643.4 million. The FY 201 1 budget for the 
Great Lakes and Ohio River Division Operation and Maintenance Program is $437.8 
million. The FY 201 1 budget separates the Great Lakes and Ohio River Division’s 
projects across eight watershed systems. The extent of our Operation and 
Maintenance budgeted activities for FY 2011 are shown in the tabie below. 
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GREAT LAKES AND OHIO RIVER DIVISION 

FY2011 BUDGET 

($ mlir 

NAVIGATION 


FLOOD RISK MANAGEMENT 


AQUATIC ECOSYSTEM RESTORATION 

$7.45 

HYDROPOWER 

$26,154 

RECREATION 

$34,926 

ENVIRONMENTAL STEWARDSHIP 

$7,717 

WATER SUPPLY 

$0,893 

TOTAL 

$437,754 


GREAT LAKES AND 
OHIO RIVER 
DIVISION 

System: 

AMS- 

Atlegheny 

and 

Monongah 
ela Rivers 
($ mil) 

System: 
GLS- 
Great 
Lakes 
($ mil)* 

System: 
GRB> 
Green 
and 
Barren 
Rivers 
($ mil) 

System: 
KAW- 
Kanawha 
River 
($ mil) 

System: 
MUS- 
Muskingum 
River 
($ mil) 

System: 
OHI- 
Ohio 
River 
($ mil) 

System: TCR 
-Tennessee 
Cumberland 
Rivers 
($ mil) 

System: 
WAB- 
Wabash 
River 
($ mil) 

NAVIGATION 

$24,317 

$90,013 

$2 082 

$9,834 

$0 

$104,867 

$31,566 

$0.00 

FLOOD RISK 
MANAGEMENT 

$15,230 

$12.69 

$7,478 

$4 915 

$9,231 

$35,203 

$4,866 

$6,498 

AQUATIC 

ECOSYSTEM 

RESTORATION 

$0.0 

$7.45 

$0.0 

$00 

$0.0 

$00 

$0.0 

$0.0 

HYDROPOWER 

$0.0 

$2,148 

$00 

$00 

$0.0 

$0.0 

$24,006 

$0.0 

RECREATION 

$2,644 

$1,209 

$2,473 

$2,910 

$.463 

$10,447 

$14,472 

$.306 

ENVIRONMENTAL 

STEWARDSHIP 

$0 496 

$0,313 

$1,142 

$0,213 

$0,127 

$2,125 

$2859 

$.442 

WATER SUPPLY 

$0,039 

$0.0 

$0,048 

$0,030 

$0.0 

$0,470 

$0,306 

$0.0 

TOTAL 

$42,726 

$113,823 

$13,223 

$17,702 

$9,821 

$153,112 

$78,099 

$9,248 


* This includes $ 285 thousand for Flood Risk Management and $7.45 million for 
Aquatic Ecosystem Restoration under the Great lakes System for projects in the 
Chicago District that that are physically in the Illinois River System 

The FY 201 1 budget is less than the FY 2009 Obligations of $643.4 million. The FY 
201 1 budget will provide for continued efforts in the Navigation, Flood Risk 
Management, Aquatic Ecosystem Restoration, Hydropower, Recreation and Water 
Supply Business Lines. 


Navigation 

The FY 201 1 budget includes $262.5 million for projects whose primary function is 
navigation. These funds will provide for continued navigation on the Great Lakes and 
the Ohio River and Tributaries inland navigation system. 

The overall navigation responsibilities include: 96 lock facilities with 136 lock chambers; 
a total of 2,582 miles of inland navigation waterways on the Ohio River and its navigable 
tributaries; and 102 harbors in the Great Lakes Region, of which 47 are deep draft 
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harbors and 55 are shallow draft harbors. In 2007, over 270 million (short) tons of 
commodities were shipped through Corps operated lock facilities on the Ohio River and 
its navigable tributaries, the Allegheny, Monongahela, Kanawha, Big Sandy, Green, 
Barren, Cumberland and Tennessee Rivers. Annual commerce at the Great Lakes 
ports in 2007 was over 160 million (short) tons. Ohio River Lock 52, which moved 
approximately 90 million tons in 2007, is the nation’s busiest lock site 

FY 201 1 budgeted funds also include the Protection of Navigation effort in the Great 
Lakes Region, which encompasses Project Condition Surveys and the Surveillance of 
Northern Boundary Waters and the Inspection of Completed Works Program for all or 
portions of Indiana, Illinois, Kentucky, Michigan, Minnesota, Ohio, Pennsylvania, 
Wisconsin and West Virginia. 


Flood Risk Management 

FY 201 1 budgeted funds include $98.1 13 million for the operation and maintenance 
projects whose primary purpose is flood risk management. The components are 
comprised of 84 reservoirs of which 78 are wet and 5 dry bed type. Additionally, there 
are nearly 100 Local Protection projects to include floodwalls, levees, pump stations, 
gates, etc. The Muskingum River Lakes in Ohio include 14 of these flood risk 
management reservoir projects of which four, Bolivar, Dover, Mohawk and Mohicanviile 
Dams, are used to impound water only when downstream flooding conditions are 
anticipated. Mt. Morris Dam is also a dry dam. Seven of the Cumberland River multiple 
purpose projects and the Tygart Lake navigation project in West Virginia include storage 
providing flood risk management benefits. The Ohio River watershed flood risk 
management protects not only serve to protect the Ohio Valley, but also serve to protect 
the Mississippi River levee system. During Ohio and Mississippi River floods, the Great 
Lakes and Ohio River Division directs the operation of Barkley Lake on the Cumberland 
River and Kentucky Lake (a TVA project) on the Tennessee River to reduce Ohio and 
Mississippi River flood crests. 


Aquatic Ecosystem Restoration 

The FY 2011 program request includes $7.45 million fora project whose primary 
purpose is environmental. The Chicago Sanitary and Ship Canal (CSSC) is a man- 
made waterway that connects the Chicago River and Des Plaines River, creating the 
only continuous waterway connection between the Great Lakes and Mississippi River 
basins. The dispersal barrier system was developed to prevent the spread of invasive 
fish species between these watersheds. It includes the construction and operation of a 
set of three electrical barriers, known as Barriers I, IIA, and IIB. A temporary 
Demonstration Dispersal Barrier (Barrier I) was constructed and has been operating in 
the CSSC since 2002. A second more permanent electric barrier (Barrier II), with a 
design life of 20 years, is being implemented in two independent stages (IIA & IIB). 
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Barrier IIA is constructed and has been operational since April 2009. Barrier IIB is 
partially constructed and is scheduled for completion in FY 2010. When both stages of 
Barrier II are operational, Barrier I will be upgraded to a more permanent facility. The 
barriers are formed of steel electrodes that are secured to the bottom of the canal. The 
total estimated project cost is $91 million. FY 201 1 budget includes $7.45 million under 
the Operations and Maintenance Account for the operation of Barriers 1 , 2A and 2B, 
including the costs for electric power, monitoring, and safety measures. The FY 201 1 
budget also includes $5.2 million under the Construction Account the design and 
construction of Barrier 1 as a permanent facility to replace the demonstration barrier IIA. 
The Barrier I project is 40% complete and Barrier II is 60% complete as of 1 January 
2010 . 


Hydropower 

The renewable nature of water resources makes hydropower an ideal supplemental 
energy resource. The FY 201 1 budget of $26,154 million has been requested for the 
operation and maintenance requirements often Multiple Purpose Power projects. 

These projects encompass the major Corps hydropower generation facilities in our area 
of responsibility, and consist of nine projects in the Cumberland River Basin plus the St. 
Marys River project at Sault Ste. Marie, Ml. The nine Cumberland River plants have 
over 914 megawatts of total generating capacity and the Soo Locks plant at Sault Ste. 
Marie has 21 megawatts of capacity. In addition, the Corps has a small 300 kilowatt 
electric power plant at the Stonewall Jackson Lake flood control project in West Virginia. 
Non-Federal entities also operate hydropower facilities at Corps project sites on the 
Allegheny, Kanawha and Ohio Rivers, and at Youghiogheny Lake in Pennsylvania. 

Aging facilities and increasing demands are combining to create a significant and 
growing need to rehabilitate all of the Hydropower Facilities. Appropriated O&M funds 
are no longer sufficient to finance these critical projects. To remedy this situation, there 
are ongoing efforts within the Administration, Corps of Engineers, Power Marketing 
Agencies and the power users to procure additional funds. One effort is to obtain direct 
O&M funding through Memorandums of Agreements using WRDA 2000 Customer 
Funding authority. In addition, the Department of Energy is seeking Legislative 
Authority for Power Marketing Agency (PMA) Direct Funding of critical maintenance and 
rehabilitation. 


Recreation 


The FY 2011 budget for the Recreation Business Line is $34,926 million (estimate, 
including Joint Operating costs of $2.01 million). Corps projects in the Great Lakes and 
Ohio River Division provide recreational opportunities for large segments of the 70 
million people residing in the division's 17-state area of responsibility. Corps lakes, 
recreational boat harbors, harbors of refuge, locks and navigation structures located 
both inland and on the Great Lakes, and associated navigation pools have provided 
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recreational opportunities for millions of Americans and foreign visitors for many years 
and continue to do so today. 

In 2009, more than 93.9 million recreation visits were made to inland Corps lakes and 
navigation locks alone. Approximately 2.3 million visits were made to visitor centers 
located on the Great Lakes. A very large, but undocumented, number of additional 
visits were made to more than 100 recreational boat harbors, harbors of refuge and 
navigational structures also located on the Great Lakes. Visitors expended 
approximately $2 billion in local trip spending while engaged in recreational activities 
and more than 27,000 local jobs were associated with this activity. An additional 35 
thousand jobs were supported regionally from these activities. It is estimated that these 
visitors also expended an additional $1.1 billion on recreation equipment that supported 
23 thousand jobs, nationally. Aging facilities, changing visitor preferences, and 
increasing recreational demand are combining to create a significant and growing 
maintenance backlog that is presenting a challenge to be more efficient and to make 
greater use of cooperative efforts and volunteers. 


Environmerital Stewardship 

The FY 201 1 budget for the Environmental Stewardship Business Line is $7,717 million 
(estimate). The Corps and its partners jointly manage approximately 940 thousand 
acres of land acres and more than 570 thousand acres of water at 102 lakes and pools 
scattered geographically throughout the division’s area of responsibility. Project lands 
and waters support more than 39 state wildlife management areas, 49 state parks and 
natural areas, and 4 federal wildlife refuges and fish hatcheries. The protection and 
sustainable management of the valuable natural resources at these lakes provides the 
foundation for the division’s recreation management program as well as protection of 
significant water supplies in the Midwest and East Central portions of the United States. 
Project lands and waters are home to 15 Federally threatened and endangered species 
and numerable special status state species. Additionally, the Corps managers 13 
natural areas, 1 1 ,750 miles of shoreline, and administers more than 1 0,000 boat docks 
through its Shoreline Management Program. At a number of locations, Corps lakes are 
the only remaining significantly sized natural areas in otherwise largely urbanized 
landscapes. 


Water Supply 

The FY 201 1 budget includes $893 thousand for the Water Supply mission in the Great 
Lakes and Ohio River Division. This funding will be utilized for the continuance and 
maintenance of agreements with local entities at 30 lake projects throughout the 
division’s boundaries. 
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FORMERLY UTILIZED SITES REMEDIAL ACTION PROGRAM 

(FUSRAP) 


In FY 2011, the Great Lakes and Ohio River Division has eleven ongoing projects in the 
Formerly Utilized Sites Remedial Action Program (FUSRAP). 


In FY 2009, the Great Lakes and Ohio River Division obligated $36.46 million for 
FUSRAP. An additional $18.5 million of ARRA funding was obligated in FY 2009 for a 
total obligation of $54.96 million. In FY 2011, $43.0 million is allocated for to continue 
FUSRAP activities. 



NUMBER 
OF FY 2011 
BUDGETED 
PROJECTS 

FY2011 BUDGET 
($ million) 

AQUATIC 

ECOSYSTEM 

RESTORATION 

11 

$43 

TOTAL 

11 

$43 


Guterl Steel, Lockport, NY 

In FY 2010 funds of $2 million will be used to publicly release the Remedial 
Investigation Report, award the contract to complete the Feasibility Study, continue 
groundwater sampling and analysis to detect potential contaminant migration, and 
provide environmental outreach products and services to the affected community. FY 
201 1 , funds of $975 thousand will be used to continue work on the Feasibility Study and 
initiate the Proposed Plan, in addition to performing annual groundwater sampling and 
analysis to detect potential contaminant migration. 


Harshaw Site, Cleveland, OH 

In FY 2010 funds of $1.5 million will be used to publicly release the Revised Remedial 
Investigation Report and “No-Action” PP for Investigative Area-06 parcel, award the 
contracts to complete the Feasibility Studies for site-wide soils and groundwater, 
decommission groundwater wells, and prepare the Record of Decision for the 
Investigative Area-06 parcel. FY 2011 funds of $800 thousand will be used to complete 
the Draft Feasibility Study for site-wide soils and groundwater, initiate the Proposed 
Plans for site-wide soils and groundwater, and complete the Record of Decision for the 
Investigative Area-06 parcel. 
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Joslyn Manufacturing, Fort Wayne, IN 

No FY 2010 funds are scheduled for the Joslyn site, as it entered the FUSRAP in 2009. 
In FY 2011, funds of $350 thousand will be used to start the following Remedial 
Investigation components: Historical Aerial Photo Analysis, a Site Ownership and 
Operational History Report, a historical record of past AEG and non-AEC operations, 
and a legal analysis of potential environmental liabilities for site owners and operators. 


Linde Site, Tonawanda, NY 

In FY 2010 funds of $6.5 million will be used to continue remediation of contaminated 
soils at the Linde site. FY 201 1 funds of $10 million will be used to continue the 
remediation of contaminated soils at the Linde site. 


Luckey, OH 

In FY 2010 funds of $1.55 million will be used to complete field characterization to refine 
the contaminated soil volume estimate, continue the remedial design process, 
rehabilitate site groundwater monitoring wells, and conduct annual groundwater 
sampling and testing to monitor potential migration of radiological contaminants in 
groundwater. FY 201 1 funds of $500 thousand will be used to finalize the soil volume 
estimation report, complete the remedial action scope of work and, perform annual 
groundwater sampling and reporting activities. 


Niagara Falls Storage Site, Lewiston, NY 

In FY 2010 funds of $3.5 million will be used to complete all environmental surveillance, 
site operations, and maintenance activities, prepare the Draft RIR Addendum, complete 
the Niagara Falls Storage Site (NFSS) Work Plan, finalize two FS Technical 
Memoranda and the characterization of investigative derived wastes, award contracts 
for the off-site disposal of investigative derived wastes and the completion of the IWCS 
Feasibility Study, and execute public information sessions and outreach activities on the 
RIR Addendum and FS. FY 201 1 funds of $3.5 million will be used to complete and 
publicly release the RIR Addendum and FS Technical Memoranda to support the NFSS 
IWCS Feasibility Study, continue drafting the ICWS FS Report, execute public 
information sessions and outreach activities, complete off-site disposal of investigative 
derived wastes, and accomplish annual environmental surveillance and maintenance 
activities. 
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Painesville, OH 

In FY 2010 funds of $6,425 million will be used to complete remedial work plans, 
resume remedial action fieldwork, and ensure contractor performance and compliance 
with Corps standards for quality, safety, and health. FY 201 1 funds of $7.5 million will 
be used to fund contracts for the completion of the Painesville site remediation (at the 
80% confidence level for contaminated soil volumes.) 


Seaway Site, Tonawanda, NY 

In FY 2010 funds of $350 thousand will be used to support environmental outreach 
activities, and begin remedial design activities to implement the ROD including initiating 
the preparation of the Interim Final Land Use Control Plan. This plan will document the 
Federal actions with respect to future land use controls to ensure the protectiveness of 
the ROD. FY 201 1 funds of $250 thousand will be used to complete the Interim Final 
Land Use Control Plan and provide environmental outreach services as needed. 


Shallow Land Disposal Area, PA 

In FY 2010 funds of $8,515 million will be used to complete the Final Status Survey 
Plan and initiates site remediation. FY 201 1 funds of $17 million will be used to 
continue site remediation. 


Superior Steel, Scott Township, PA 

In FY 2010 funds of $50 thousand will be used to complete the first deliverable in the 
Remedial Investigation - an analysis of historic aerial photographs which may identify 
past AEC impact areas and ground disturbances to be targeted for field sampling later 
in the investigation. FY 201 1 funds of $350 thousand will be used to award a contract 
to complete the second deliverable in the Remedial Investigation - the Site Ownership 
and Operational History Report. This report will establish a historical record of past AEC 
and non-AEC operations, potential environmental impacts, and a legal analysis of 
potential environmental liabilities for site owners and operators. 


Tonawanda Landfill, Tonawanda, NY 

In FY 2010 funds of $575 thousand will be used to complete the sampling of the 
Tonawanda Landfill OU, and begin preparation of the updated Baseline Risk 
Assessment (BRA). FY 201 1 funds of $1,775 million will be used to complete the 
updated BRA and publicly release the findings, and based upon the results, the Corps 
will make a decision to either proceed with a “No Action” Record of Decision, or initiate 
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a Feasibility Study to identify and evaluate potential long-term remedies to mitigate 
unacceptable human health/ecological risks at the site. 


GENERAL REGULATORY FUNCTIONS 

In FY 2009, the Great Lakes and Ohio River Division (LRD) obligated $25,105 million 
for Regulatory Program activities. An additional $483 thousand of ARRA funding was 
obligated in FY 2009 for a total obligation of $25,588 million. These activities include 
issuance of permits, compliance inspections of permitted activities and required 
mitigation, enforcement activities and administrative appeals. In FY 2010, LRD expects 
to obligate $27 million for Regulatory Program activities. In FY 2011, LRD anticipates 
an allocation equal to or greater than its FY 2010 allocation for continued 
implementation of its regulatory activities. 
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COLONEL (P) PETER A DELUCA 
COMMANDING THE NORTH ATLANTIC DIVISION 
REGIONAL OFFICE 
STATUS REPORT 
FOR THE 

FISCAL YEAR 2011 BUDGET REQUEST 
February 24, 201 0 
INTRODUCTION 

Mr. Chairman, distinguished members of the subcommittee, I am Colonel (P) Peter A. 
DeLuca, commanding the North Atlantic Division. I am pleased to report the status of the 
North Atlantic Division's Civil Works activities for the fiscal year 201 1 budget. Accompanying 
me is Mr. Lloyd Caldwell, my Director of Programs Management. 


DESCRIPTION OF THE NORTH ATLANTIC DIVISION 
GEOGRAPHIC SETTINGS 

The North Atlantic Division Regional Office, located at Fort Hamilton in Brooklyn, New 
York, is one of eight supervisory field headquarter offices reporting to the Chief of Engineers in 
Washington, D.C. The Division oversees six districts based at Concord, Massachusetts; New 
York, New York; Philadelphia, Pennsylvania; Baltimore, Maryland; Norfolk, Virginia; and 
Wiesbaden, Germany. In the United States, the North Atlantic Division Region covers 180,000 
square miles or 5 percent of the nation’s land area. It is a densely populated area that's both 
urban and rural. Our area of responsibility includes all or portions of 14 states from Maine to 
North Carolina and the District of Columbia. The Division has water resource activities in the 
Connecticut, Hudson, Delaware, Susquehanna, Potomac, James, and other river basins. Our 
water resource activities also include work in the Cape Cod, Chesapeake, and Delaware Bays, 
and the Atlantic coast from Maine, through Cape Cod, Massachusetts, and Long Island, New 
York, to the Virginia-North Carolina border. 

We cover 16,700 miles of shoreline and 3,165 miles of Federal navigation channels in 
the United States. We also serve five of the nation's top ten ports. Boston Harbor is a major 
container port for goods heading for New England and Europe. New York Harbor is the largest 
container port on the East Coast. Philadelphia is the world's largest inland freshwater port. 
Baltimore Harbor is a major entry point for goods heading to the Midwest, and Norfolk Harbor 
is the nation's number one coal port. 

We own and operate 53 dams, twelve major bridges, four locks and four canals, 
including the Chesapeake and Delaware, the country's largest sea level canal. We operate 
recreation facilities at some of our dam sites, including Blue Marsh, Pennsylvania, which is a 
popular recreation destination in the northeast. 
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DISTRICTS 

In the United States, the North Atlantic Division Regional Office has district offices in 
Concord, Massachusetts, New York City, Philadelphia, Baltimore, and Norfolk. They serve 62 
million people represented by 105 congressional districts, 28 Senators, for about 25 percent of 
Congress. 

I will list 1 8 principal Watersheds and 9 principal Coastal Areas for our five Civil Works 
Districts from North to South: 

The New England District based at Concord, Massachusetts, covers four major 
Watersheds and three Coastal Areas 

• Watersheds - Maine Watershed Areas, Saco, Merrimack, Connecticut 

• Coastal Areas - Maine Coastal Area, Massachusetts - Rhode Island 
Coastal Area, Connecticut Coastal Area 

The New York District based in New York City covers five major Watersheds and three 
Coastal Areas 

• Watershed - Lake Champlain, Upper Hudson, Lower Hudson, Hackensack 
- Passaic Raritan 

• Coastal Areas - Sandy Hook - Staten Island Coastal Area, Northern Long 
Island Coastal Area, Southern Long Island Coastal Area 

Our Philadelphia District based at Philadeiphia, Pennsylvania, covers two major 
Watersheds and one Coastal Area 

• Watersheds - Upper Delaware, Lower Delaware 

• Coastal Area - New Jersey Coastal Area 

Moving further south to the Baltimore District based at Baltimore, Maryland, this district 
covers six major Watersheds and one Coastal Area 

• Watersheds - Upper Susquehanna, West Branch of the Susquehanna, 
Lower Susquehanna, Potomac - Shenandoah - Anacostia, Upper 
Chesapeake Bay 

• Coastal Area - Maryland - Chincoteague Coastal Area 

And our fifth Civil Works District is Norfolk based at Norfolk, Virginia, which covers eight 
Watersheds and one Coastal Area 

• Watersheds - Rappahannock, Great Wicomico, Piankatank, York, James, 
Lower Chesapeake Bay, Hampton Roads - Lynnhaven - Poquoson, 
Albemarle - Chowan 

• Coastal Area - Virginia Coastal Area 
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HIGHLIGHTS OF THE FISCAL YEAR 2009 PROGRAM 

Our Fiscal Year 2009 Civil Works program totaled $407.2 million. Within the context of 
our scheduled Civil Works Program, we had an execution rate of 97.4 percent. 

The FY 2009 Investigations Program consisted of $1 1 .7 million for Investigations, which 
included funds for work on 54 studies and 13 design efforts. 

The FY 2009 Construction Program included $1 97 million for work on 49 projects: 

The FY 2009 Operation and Maintenance Program included $198.5 million to operate 
and maintain 1 79 activities. 

In FY 2009, the American Recovery and Reinvestment Act provided funds to simulate 
the economy. Within the North Atlantic Division, we executed $1 85.4 million on 1 27 projects 
for an execution rate of 102.6 percent of our schedule. 

We are grateful for your support. 


HIGHLIGHTS OF THE FISCAL YEAR 2010 PROGRAM 

Our Fiscal Year 201 0 Civil Works program totals $398.2 million. Within the context of 
our scheduled Civil Works Program, we plan to execute the entire program. 

The FY 2010 investigations Program consists of $10.1 million for Investigations for work 
on 47 studies and 9 design efforts. 

The FY 2010 Construction Program includes $174.1 million for work on 46 projects. 

The FY 2010 Operation and Maintenance Program includes $214 million to operate and 
maintain 1 84 activities. 

Given the competing demand of priorities facing our nation today, the practicai effect of 
this 2010 Civii Works program is iikely to deiay some study and project compietion dates for 
some of our work. 

in FY 2010, the American Recovery and Reinvestment Act wili continue to provide 
funds to simulate the economy. Within the North Atlantic Division, we expect to receive $312.9 
million for 128 projects. 

The North Atiantic Division Regionai Office manages a total program in the range of 
$3.0 billion, which consists of the Civil Works, Military, Formerly Utilized Defense Sites 
(FUDS), and Support for Others (SFO) programs. 
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HIGHLIGHTS OF THE FISCAL YEAR 2011 PROGRAM 

Our Fiscal Year 201 1 budget is $289.3 million. 

The FY 201 1 Investigations Program consists of $2.9 million for investigations for 11 
studies and three design efforts. 

The FY 201 1 Construction Program includes $80.3 million for 15 projects 

The FY 201 1 Operation and Maintenance Program includes $206.1 million to operate 
and maintain 1 50 activities. 

The North Atlantic Region’s fiscal year 201 1 budget will provide for the prudent use of 
funding to advance the important mission-based objectives for commercial navigation, flood 
and coastal storm damage reduction, and aquatic ecosystem restoration. 

ACCOMPLISHMENTS 

Our water resource activities are critical to the citizens we serve. In 2009, our flood 
damage reduction projects in our 18 principal watershed areas prevented about $185 million in 
flood damages. 

Our coastal storm damage reduction projects in Massachusetts, New York, New Jersey, 
Delaware, Maryland and Virginia, are important to the citizens they protect. These projects 
provide needed coastal storm damage reduction from dangerous storm surges that result from 
hurricanes and coastal storms, as well as providing recreational opportunities for the region. 

Our most recent reporting records indicate that our region's leading ports handled 456.9 
millions short tons of commerce. 

Aquatic ecosystem restoration is an important mission for us. We have restored some 
2,300 acres of wetlands since 1993. 

The Corps has deployed many employees overseas in Iraq and Afghanistan. In fact, 
there are several employees from NAD currently serving there and, together with contractors, 
troops, and other government agencies, the Corps is making a difference overseas. 

We continue to provide support and assistance to aid in the recovery of the City of New 
Orleans, the Louisiana Gulf Region, and Florida after the devastating effects of Hurricanes 
Katrina, Rita, and Wilma. 
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I will now highlight some of our significant projects within our region. 

NAVIGATION 

New York and New Jersey Harbor 

As you know, the New York and New Jersey Harbor is one of the Administration’s 
highest Civil Works priorities, as reflected in the $57 million budget in Fiscal Year 2011. The 
shared vision of all stakeholders and the Corps is: 

1 . Safe and efficient navigation channels for international trade 

2. Restoration of the Hudson - Raritan Estuary 

3. State of the art port facilities. 

This strategy reflects the Corps goals that balance the economic and environmental 
needs of the estuary, which require close partnership with many Federal, State, and local 
entities, as well as our project sponsor, the Port Authority of New York and New Jersey. 

We are making great progress on our improvements to the New York and New Jersey 
Harbor thanks to Administration and Congressional support with funding provided last year, 
this year, and next year. 

We will apply the requested funds to continue deepening the project. 

FLOOD STORM DAMAGE REDUCTION 
Raritan River Basin, Green Brook Sub-basin, NJ 

Flood damage reduction remains a critical mission in our area of responsibility for our 
citizens. 

I am happy to report that the Raritan River Basin, Green Brook Sub-basin, NJ, project is 
again in the President’s budget for $1 ,000,000 to address the risk to human safety. The 
project provides for a system of levees and floodwalls in the lower portion of the basin, channel 
modification and dry detention basins in the upper portion of the basin, and channel 
modifications in the Stony Brook portion of the sub-basin. 

COASTAL STORM DAMAGE REDUCTION 
Atlantic Coast of New York City, Rockaway Inlet to Norton Point, Coney Island, NY 

At Coney Island in New York City, we are modifying our project to eliminate erosion 
downdrift of the 37’^ Street terminal groin in the Sea Gate community. With the $300,000 
requested in FY 201 1 , we will monitor the beach profile and erosion rates for future 
nourishment requirements. 
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AQUATIC ECOSYSTEM RESTORATION 
Hudson - Raritan Estuary Environmental Restoration Study, NY and NJ 

Our environmental efforts in the New York and New Jersey Harbor are critical to our 
overall success. Again, this is an important aspect of our strategy to achieve a sustainable 
harbor. We are requesting funds to continue the Lower Passaic River and Hackensack 
Meadowlands feasibility studies, as well as the Overall Comprehensive Study. In keeping with 
the harbor vision, the goals are to identify specific projects to create, enhance and restore 
aquatic wetland and adjacent upland habitats, though environmentally acceptable dredging, 
where appropriate. Completion for these studies is contingent on out year funding. Constrained 
funding targets could lengthen schedules well beyond 2014, which is the estimated completion 
date for the harbor construction. 


CONCLUSION 

Thru our work, the North Atlantic Region continues to sustain our economy, support our 
National security, and create a better environment for our region. 

This concludes my report. I will now answer any questions you may have. 


7 


54862B 



Department of the Army 


3542 



54862B 


February 24, 2010 



Introduction 


3543 


■O (0 -Si 

C C 

; o .2 £ 
O S?= 


-.c 

Z 

o 

c O) 

'ME ^ 
8-^0 
OJ « « 


I'hI 

i «ll. 

’ c (0 ^ 

! -2 « ?.- 
i T3 <D 
- O) C ^ 

! C (0 (A 
</3 O 
: "O <D - 
: c c c 
• <D -d o 
: •- <a •£ 

: D Q. <p 

■ O u. ^ 

S c 


^ S .c 

n j;; — 

- S "O 

c 5 S ' 

O <fl J . 

0) <D 

= o S 

0 c •5 

1 E ^ • 

8 « o ■ 

•S « £ 
O) c 3 
C o is - 

<U iff 3 
c z 'O 

® T3 y 
E C g 

<“ R® . 

■a OT c 

S 2 «> 

5 c ' 
c ™ "Ic 

0 8 £ - 

I'll ! 
“ i ■! 

1 c w 

= 2 o 
.9 o -i 
to ® S 

> ’^ o J 

Q Q. s : 


CN ® 

■d g 
o 5 

II 

O 

■o 

C CO (0 
(C 0) c 

-g .2 
S g iS 

CO 2 3 
0) Q. Q. 
> 0.0 
S (Q Q. 


L C ^ O 
'*.= 05 o 

E .<5 
o o 
^ S ^ 
< 9- ® 
- o i 
00 ^ 

m ® « 

2 £ w 

C o C 
O Q) ^ 
05 C 

g) O o 

io “ § 

I o o‘ E 

i <« 8 2 

I -c ~ o 


1> ® § OD 
! :9 CO ? 
i <0 »- i? 

o — to 

I ^23 

:P <0 r- 

1 sl'i 

i (0 tx O 

I ® 

S ® 

0 6 

o > .9 
X Q i: 
® u -52 

2 s Q 

5 S 
® £ 

1 7 ^ ^ 

' ^ 2 

, ^ ni 


_, .c Ir 

C 3 ® 

^|o| 

- - <u ® 
TO S > 2 

T3 W <0 ^ 

<0 00 £ S 
- > ® 

Z 

- "O 0) 

„ TO ® 3 

0 c £ 2 cr 
O .2 ® « 

(sj :=>*-* Q) 
•C -Q C 3 

<< <0 0) O' 
-■503 
.5 lu to £ 
c « < 

2 S I E 

= X <0 0) 

<0 0) 3 c 
O I- m o 


O (0 
8^8 
£ 2 S) 
® ^ 2 
^ > 

c ™ Z 
aj c -a 
£ c c 

C (Q (Q 


54862B 


environmental protection and restoration an important feature of nearly all projects. Complex water supply, flood risk 
management, and water rights issues abound. Climate scientists believe that warming will not only reciuce snowpack, but that 



overall climate variability will increase; that means more intense rainfall events coupled with longer drought periods that have the 
potential to stress existing water resource infrastructure. We continue to work collaboratively with a broad range of stakeholders to 
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The President’s budget includes $333,053,000 to continue work on approximately 69 projects and studies throughout our region. 
Reflecting the strategic importance of the California Water Challenges, $57,968,000 is allocated the CALFED crosscut which 



includes specific projects and activities that will provide for a high-quality, reliable and sustainable long-term water supply for 
California, and on restoring the environmental integrity and sustainability of the system. Goals and activities for the CALFED 
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of lands to the State of California. In partnership with the California Department of Fish and Game, this project will restore 
wetlands through combination of water control structures and breaching existing berms. There are seven salt marsh wetlands that 
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requirements of our projects that have deferred maintenance and will recommend accomplishing this work, as funds become 
available. 
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